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FEATURED in this issue . 


Tue voer wrote, “Coming events cast their 
shadows before,’ but he did not have in mind the year 1955. 
Uncertainty in Asia—uncertainty in Europe—uncertainty 
in America! Never has the world faced such uncertainties 
and dangers. On page 1, Ira E, Bennett mentions some of 
the possibilities of 1955 in each of the great troubled re- 
gions. The only certainty, apparently, is that politics will 
dominate the United States and have much influence on 
world events. 


& 


Frev DeArmonp has a considerable lot of fun 
with the liberals in analyzing their plight. They are caught 
in the mesh of public humi'iation as their secret love of 
Communism, and their public pretences of loyalty are ex- 
posed. “Slant” as they will, their lies are coming home 
to roost. Mr. DeArmond, formerly with the Nation’s 
Business, knows his liberals. He has seen them crowding 
the Soviet Embassy, singing the Volga Boatman and snift- 
ing vodka. What we want is a description of liberals or- 
ganizing as “Vodkaholics Unanimous.” “Vodka will out!’ 
Give us that article, Fred! Page 3. y 


Hox. Raten W. Gwinn, Representative from 
New York, fires a shot at Soviet treachery, this time in the 
shipping world. He quotes the testimony of Patrick Walsh 
of Canada, a witness who was formerly a Communist and 
is now exposing Soviet tactics of subversion in the Ameri- 
can merchant marine. This testimony has just become 
public. Page 5. 


Tue sinister “group dynamics” method of de- 
ceiving and subverting Americans in social groups is dealt 
with by an expert, Mrs. Mary L. Allen, whose new book 
on the subject, Education or Indoctrination, is attracting 
wide attention. The work is published by Caxton Printers, 
Caldwell, Idaho. Page 7. 

Mounicirat Juper Josern L. Cart, of Los An- 
geles, surveys the origins of the constitutional safeguard 
whereby minorities in the United States are protected 
against a possible majority tyranny, whether by mobocracy 
or government. Page 13. 


Dr. Fevix Wirrmer on Page 15 tells how librari- 
ans are indoctrinated by leftwing book reviewers and the 
slantist Library Journal. 


A woman vor Preswent! Wuy nor? George 
W. Grupp, first of explorers in “first,” tells how Mrs. Belva 
Lockwood ran for the presidency twice, and how universal 
suffrage for women was promoted by her ability and initia- 
tive. Page 17. 


A*“Srupy (Page 19) by Dr. 
Gerd Gillhotf, throws a dazzling light on the curious char- 
acter of Thomas Mann, self-worshipping German who be- 
came an American citizen, but who can’t control his admir- 


ation of Communism, 
ess of law. 


Mann deported himself without proc- 
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AS 1955 COMES IN 


By IRA E. BENNETT 


FTER having gone through frequent jitters dur- 
A ing 1954 the world enters the New Year with a 

little less fear of universal war and annihilation. 
It glances back for a decade and notes that in every 
year since Germany and Japan neared collapse there 
has been panic or war in one country or another. 

Since the betrayal of its allies by the Soviet Union, 
the whole world has been worried—and it is still 
worried as it gradually gathers strength to cope with 
the enemy. But this increase of strength also has a 
sobering effect upon the enemy, and there is at present 
less fear that he may run further amuck and commit 
suicide as he mutilates civilization. 

Europe waits anxiously for ratification of the pact 
that promises to assure its freedom from Red conquest. 
This new year ought to mark the turning point between 
doubt and certainty. The frustration of previous 
plans in 1954 seems to have encouraged, rather than 
discouraged, the hope of successful cooperation now 
by the Western powers, 

Despite continued warlike threats by Red China, 
the United State during December worked patiently 
for release of American war prisoners and for solidify- 
ing plans to protect Formosa, The horizon was rather 
dark at the year’s end. Plans for building up the 
economic strength of non-Communist Asiatic countries 
began to take shape in Washington. If executed these 
plans should enable Japan and parts of Asia to ward 
off aggression. Japan, is in hard straits and must 
be skillfully befriended if it is to stand against Com- 
munism. 

At the year’s end, looking backward, all nations 
agree that the treachery of the Stalin-Malenkov clique 
in Moscow since 1945 has changed the course of the 
entire world. What has happened is plain to see; 
what will happen is still a question. . 

Although President Eisenhower believes that the 
free world is much stronger than it was when he 
began organizing the forces of Western European na- 
tions to withstand Soviet aggression, it must be ad- 
mitted that the initiative is yet in the Soviet Union. 
Peace or war depends upon the decision made by the 
Kremlin clique, as it did a year ago. 

The reorganization of Congress brings with it far- 
reaching changes which will develop during 1955. 
Nearly every nation will be affected by what happens 
in Washington as the Democrats take over Congress 
—and the United States will be affected most of all, 
unless all signs fail. Experience tells us that when 


control of Congress passes from one party to another 
the history of the United States is changed—its atti- 
tude toward other nations changes, thusly causing im- 
portant changes in world policies, 

One of the questions which will emerge immediately, 
to be prolonged till toward June, is that of giving 
huge sums of money to prevent Asiatic countries from 
succumbing to Communism, Under President Eisen- 
hower it has been American policy to employ dollars, 
instead of bullets or bombs, in trying to ward off 
further Communist inroads in Asia, He indicates that 
he will continue to pursue this policy in 1955, but he 
now faces new and formidable opposition. Among his 
chief opponents in this aspect is the highly respected 
Senator Harry F. Byrd, of Virginia, who will become 
chairman of the Committee on Finance and a leading 
member of the Committee on Armed Services. Mr. 
Byrd has long protested against governmental extrav- 
agance and lavish give-away programs in foreign 
countries, He now takes a place where his protests 
can “mean business’—that is, his consent is practical- 
ly required before the Administration can make effec- 
tive its proposed program for Asia, This program 
calls for an allowance by Congress of 35 to 40 billion 
dollars, according to current rumor. Senator Byrd 
gives notice that he will oppose any program that 
will make impossible the early balancing of the budget, 
no matter how urgently such a program may be pressed. 
His reasoning is logical, it is that if the United States 
should collapse because of unwise extravagance the 
world—including Asia—would lose its freedom any- 
how; and that the United States has reached the point 
where it must quit its extravagance or suffer collapse. 

The “money question,” therefore, may thrust itself 
into the foreground early in 1955. It has been sup- 
pressed ever since the gold standard was abandoned 
early in F.D.R.’s regime; but it cannot be suppressed 
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and Democrat Leaders to Whom the Public Will Look for 
Action in 1955. 
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forever. It is admitted that all kinds of troubles at- 
tend the man’s tinkering with money, and these 
troubles reach into every household. Wage earners 
are instantly injured. The great labor unions have 
been struggling against fatal odds ever since F.D.R. 
and Harry Truman tried to twist economic laws in 
order to favor “labor.” Readjustment of wages means 
nothing when prices run wild; and prices run wild 
when the dollar loses its vitality. 

The CIO, under the leftwinger Walter Reuther, is 
ready to push with force his demands for an annual 
wage guarantee as insurance against further shrink- 
age of dollar power; this demand will be resisted to 
the bitter end, because industry cannot guarantee its 
own existence, much less an annual wage. Industry 
and labor depend upon the stability of money—in 
other words, upon the stability of the Government 
itself. 

And so Senator Byrd and those who share his views 
insist that Congress shall stabilize the Government. 
The ramifications of this controversy may extend into 
much legislation and into extreme partisan politics, 
thus coloring the national picture as the two parties 
square away for the White House race in 1956. 

Industry will refuse to guarantee annual wages be- 
cause it cannot guarantee its own existence, it is said. 
Why not? “Because industry today depends largely 
upon heavy Government expenditures for defense 
equipment.” This answer implies that businessmen 
are wondering whether sharp cuts in defense spending 
may not result in sharp cuts in employment. Likewise, 
business fears a depression because of a possible taper- 
ing off in purchases due to soaring prices caused by 
increasing labor costs. Auto prices as an example are 
gradually increasing beyond the common man’s pocket- 
book and in 1954, some industries were forced to 
merge to save themselves from wreckage. 

There is no sign that Congress will cut down de- 
fense-equipment appropriations to such an extent as 
to cause unemployment in war industries. Through- 


The Threat of War That May Change the Outlook in 1955. 


out “peace industries” employment is full and well 
paid at the beginning of 1955, but union leaders are 
about to make new demands. While in November, 
union leaders were preaching “hard times ahead,” re- 
cently they see prosperity ahead. Economists agree 
that no hard times are in sight. Economists cite the 
fact that 4 million American are born every year and 
must be cared for. This means, primarily, construction 
activity on an enormous scale. The housing shortage 
is now recognized as “chronic and incurable”’—some- 
thing that must be endured by the houseless unless 
they individually squirm out of their trouble. This 
country has never faced before such a prospect of 
construction necessities, including not only homes but 
highways, bridges, public buildings and power plants. 
Congress will be asked to provide many millions for 
public works. It will be asked for billions for high- 
ways, and it probably will grant them if the States 
undertake to do their share. Squabbles over “public 
vs. private power” are imminent in the new Congress, 
and these quarrels may delay construction of great 
projects in Western States. The dispute over the 
TVA and the contract for power to be substituted for 
TVA power, goes over into the new Congress. 
Naturally, all eves will be turned upon Congress 
to learn how it will conduct its relations with the 
Eisenhower Administration. Here experience should 
furnish a guide for this forecast: There will no doubt 
be intense friction, whipped up by individual and party 
ambitions. This friction may have a vital bearing 
upon the selection of a successor to President Eisen- 
hower, if he should not be a candidate for re-election. 
Putting aside the temporary furor over Senator Me- 
Carthy, it is obvious that the Republican Party is 
dangerously divided on the eve of the national cam- 
paign involving the Presidency. But Democrats are 
divided also, in spite of their unanimous readiness to 
try to make capital of the McCarthy case and their 
recent attacks on the President, Historically, Repub- 
(See As 1955 Comes Ix, Page 31) 
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After All the Election Is Over. 


HE MOST pregnant paragraph in Whittaker 
"[ chambers “Witness” is the one in which he wrote: 
“The simple fact is that when I took up my little 
sling and aimed at Communism, I also hit something 
else. What I hit was the forces of that great socialist 
revolution which, in the name of liberalism . . . has 
been inching its ice cap over the Nation for two decades 
.. . It was the forces of that revolution I struck at 
the point of its struggle for power... I had no idea 
of its extent, the depth of its penetration, or the fierce 
vindictiveness of its revolutionary temper.” 
Unerringly, Chambers had put his finger on the sore 
spot in the “liberal” mind, In these words he accounts 
for the venom that “liberals” still pour out on him 


DILEMMA OF THE 
"LIBERAL’ MIND 


By FRED DeARMOND 


and all other “witnesses” who have aimed their slings 
at Communism. 

The dilemma of the popular-front liberal today is 
painful. He is passionately devoted to economic-po- 
litical change, although not quite sure why. His allies 
of a few years ago, the Reds, are now in bad odor. 
Most of their criticisms of capitalism are the very 
things he loves to hear and has been saying himself. 
But, he realizes that any direct association with the 
Reds is more of a liability than an asset to his cause. 

Pure Communism under other names is just what 
many of the liberal world-savers have been plugging. 
But now they are caught in a semantic net like the 
ones they so often weave for conservatives. The brutal 
tyranny of Soviet Communism is at last beginning to 
be understood as an odious thing even by Harvard and 
Columbia professors. It rubs off on all forms of Com- 
munism and Socialism, including some of the hereto- 
fore respectable kind. What to do? 

A not-very-scrupulous candidate for office who finds 
a disreputable crowd working for his election looks 
for a way of publicly repudiating such support without 
actually discouraging any voter who might put in a 
ballot for him on election day. The liberal vanguard 
haven’t found such a formula to get themselves off 
the hook. But of one fact they are sure. They will not 
say or do anything to expose their whiskered allies. 
And anyone who does is sure to come in for their most 
vindictive castigation. 

This liaison between Communism and so-called liber- 
alism is the only explanation that makes sense in try- 
ing to account for the paranoiac frenzy of the assault 
on “McCarthyism.” The closer the liberal affinity with 
Communism the more virulent the language from lib- 
eral press and platform. “McCarthy’s sharp weapon 
is red-baiting. He not merely attacks Communists 
and other Leftists, but every one who has in him even 
a trace of liberalism.” This quotation is not from a 
Senate debate or a New York Times editorial, as it 
may seem. The words are from “Comrade” William 
Z. Foster, in the Daily Worker in spreading the poison. 

There is of course no character that a hard-bitten 
Communist like Foster despises quite so much as a 


true liberal. But he has been taught by Lenin to use 
the so-called liberals in his reach for power, so why 
should he not use their terminology, too? He knows 
that liberalism has become a religion with its devotees, 
just as the dictatorship of the proletariat is with his 
own party. 

Up until recently a liberal was “one who advocates 
greater freedom from restraint, especially in political 
institutions,” as Herbert Spencer phrased it. Today, 
in the words of Mayor Joseph 8S. Clark of Philadelphia, 
a leading exponent of the faith, a liberal is “one who 
believes in utilizing the full force of government for 
the advancement of social, political, and economic 
justice at the municipal, state, national, and interna- 
tional levels.” 

The catch in that statement is the question-begging 
term, “social, . . . and economic justice.” Essentially, 
it means that the more industrious and talented shall 
be forced to turn over part of the fruit of their labors 
to the less industrious and talented. “There are no 
Socialistic schemes yet proposed, of any sort, which 
do not upon analysis turn out to be projects for curing 
poverty and misery by making those who have, share 
with those who have not,” said William Graham Sum- 
ner, The sharer, forced to work part of the time for 
others, is the “Forgotten Man,” also made famous by 
Sumner. 

“The immediate and broadest rallying ground in the 
struggle for democratic liberties is the fight against 
McCarthyism,” say the authors of “The Anatomy of 
McCarthyism,” a publication that was issued by the 
Communist New Century Publishers. That was pre- 
cisely the same position taken by Americans for Demo- 
cratic Action, the Committee for an Effective Con- 
gress, Senators Lehman, Morse, Fulbright and Flan- 
ders, and others whose ideology had been hit by Mc- 
Carthy’s sling. 

This corrosive animus of the so-called liberal goes 
back at least to the 1930’s when Hamilton Fish and 
Martin Dies pioneered in exposing Communism in the 
U.S.A. Dies has lately told a reporter of the malicious 
and petty persecution to which he and his family were 
subjected because he too had hit the liberal icecap 
when he was slinging stones at Communism. 

We have reached the stage where anyone who makes 
himself even slightly conspicuous by fighting some 
facet of Communism or its associated follies becomes 


Former Spy Ring Leader Whittaker Chambers’ Exposure 
Hit “Socialist Revolution” Couched “In the Name of 
Liberalism.” 
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the target for anonymous poison pen letters and 
threatening telephone calls. This tactic has been the 
resort of the so-called “Frontier Thinker” teachers 
trying to silence criticism of “progressive” education. 
Public opposition to appearances of Commie-front 
visiting speakers encounters this kind of gang attack. 


HE Socialist religion seems to generate a peculiar 

virus in the man who rediscovers it for himself. 
Gracchus Babeuf, the French revolutionist and organ- 
izer of the “Society of Equals,” saw the vision and 
rushed to tell the world: “We know that every man 
has an equal right to the enjoyment of everything.” 
Karl Marx, who lived and kept his family alive by 
begging from a friend and bleeding his mother of her 
last dollar, dreamed the same vision. “The philosophers 
hitherto have only interpreted the world in various 
ways; the thing is, however, to change it,” he confided 
to his journal. 

When an inspired and dedi- 
cated liberal starts out to 
change the world he is infuri- 
ated to find dumb “reaction- 
aries” who resist his enlighten- 
ment. No, no, he is not a god- 
less Communist, he has a hor- 
ror of Bolshevism. But every 
time a telling blow is struck at 
Communism he winces. It has 
hit too close to the articles of 
his faith, and he looks around 
for some lethal language weap- 
on to strike back with. 

He mouths abstract opposi- 
tion to Communism, and as 
long as you do no more than 
that he will tolerate you. But 
the moment you propose to root 
a Communist or fellow-traveler 
out of a Federal job, or knock ; 
one off a college faculty, or ex- 
pose a Red editor or minister, 
he goes for you with a butcher- 
knife, You are trying to scuttle 
the Bill of Rights and the Four Freedoms. You are a 
book burner, a smearer of spotless names, an enemy 
of academic freedom, a defamer of the men of God 
and the Sermon on the Mount. 

What could inspire an intelligent American to say, 
as Dr. John A. Mackay, Moderator of the Presbyterian 
Church, said, that “Anti-Communism is just as dan- 
gerous as Communism”? What was gnawing on Rich- 
ard H. Rovere when he sneered in a “New Leader” 
article at “the yahoos and primitives who have made 
McCarthy a power in the land’? 


"TTHE conclusion seems inescapable that both men 

are afraid that exposés of Communism in America 
will hurt the liberalism that they espouse so fervently. 
How could that happen? Only if Communism and 
liberalism have a considerable area in common, The 
hour of decision will arrive when it becomes necessary 
to decide whether liberalism has more in common with 
Communism than it does with the traditional Ameri- 
can system. Then liberals will face an agonizing ap- 
praisal of why they really believe as they do. Is it a 
fetish of humanitarian evangelism—of being liberal 
with other people’s property, the passion that moved 
Karl Marx? 

A man who knowingly or unknowingly stands on 
the same shifting ground where Babeuf and Marx 
stood finds it difficult to face foursquare. He is likely 


Karl Marx Considered Self “Liberal” Though an 
Advocate of Violent Revolution. 
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to borrow a shillalah from the Marxian dialectic. We 
shouldn’t be too surprised to hear him denouncing 
certain citizens as “public enemies” because they have 
more property than he has. Soon he comes to believe 
that one who can save his dollars and make them grow 
must perforce be of that wicked “acquisitive” type and 
therefore fair game for the levellers. 

That there is a shading of one state of mind over 
into another there can be no doubt. Elmer Davis has 
complained that conservatives want to divide the 
world ideologically into all black and white. He wants 
the grays recognized; but what of the grays that are 
streaked with red? Too many of our “intellectuals” 
are color blind. 

In his insistence on identifying the grays, liberal 
Davis hopes to break down any sense of solidarity that 
still exists on the Right. He knows that the Left ean 
be counted upon to maintain its Popular Front dedi- 
cated to the proposition that Socialism is coming on 
the wave of historical neces- 
sity. He is also saying, in 
effect, that there is no right 
and no wrong to any question, 
but only a range of expediency 
from white to red. That posi- 
tion, in fact, is implicit in the 
philosophy of pragmatism gen- 
erally embraced by the liberals. 
It poses the view that any 
theory or action may be right 
if the results that follow it are 
desirable. Desirable, that is, 
to the friends of the “common 
man” who are dead set on up- 
lifting him at the expense of 
the uncommon man, 

It is not sheer perversity that 
causes the liberal with a mis- 
sion to snarl at the Anti-Com- 
munists. He believes that a 
limited amount of Commu- 
nism is not a bad thing for his 
world. To him the devil can be 
a monk at times, so why not 
put first things first, accept the good that he does for 
the cause and not ask questions? Be truly liberal! 
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MOSCOW'S WAR ON SHIPPING 


By HON. RALPH W. GWINN 


Member of Congress From New York 


“imperalist war’ now 
became a “war of lib- 
eration.” Walsh ex- 
plained: 

“We were told that 
we should all enlist 
in the Canadian 
Army; we could all 
donate our blood to 
the Red Cross; and 
we should work over- 


ISTORY is a sure teacher. The picture 
H of the Communist conspiracy at work 

during and after World War II goes 
far to explain the unhappy posture of world 
diplomacy today. The detailed picture of 
Communist penetration into the armed forces 
and the merchant marine of the United States 
and her allies during and after the war is 
now coming to light for the first time. 

The broad outlines of that vital chapter in 
history are found in the hearings of the 
House Committee on Un-American Activities, 
as conducted at Albany, N. Y., in the period 
July, 1953, through April, 1954. Those hearings have 
been published only recently in Washington. My dis- 
tinguished colleague, Hon. Bernard W. Kearney of 
New York, was chairman of the subcommittee for the 
Albany hearings. 

Patrick Walsh, a Canadian citizen and _ self-con- 
fessed Communist, began his career in subversion in 
the Unemployed Youth Organization in Quebec City, 
in 1934, when he enrolled in Canada’s Civilian Con- 
servation Corps. From that connection he moved on 
to the full membership in the Young Communist 
League. At 18 he moved to Montreal for intensive 
study of Marxism, And there he was tutored by Fred 
Rose, who was convicted and sentenced in 1946, as a 
kingpin of the Canadian spy ring which passed on all 
of America’s atomic secrets to the Soviet Embassy in 
Ottawa. 

Through with his Communist courses in Montreal, 
Walsh was assigned to the minefields and lumber 
camps of Quebec, as organizer for the Worker’s Unity 
League, “which was the Communist Party organiza- 
tion at that time in Canada—from 1937 to 1940.” 

“In 1940,” the Walsh testimony continues, “I was 
ordered to enlist in the Canadian Army, so as to carry 
on revolutionary defeatism I was dishonorably 
discharged from the army about four months later 
because of subversive activities ... My next assign- 
ment was to infiltrate at the Shipshaw powerhouse 
project, which was a top secret war plant being built 
by the Aluminum Company of Canada, in the Lake St. 
John District of Northern Quebec. I believe it is the 
second greatest powerhouse in the world ... I was 
instrumental in getting about 150 top Communists 
into the Shipshaw powerhouse.” (Hearings, p. 2364). 

When Canada outlawed the Communist Party in 
1939, the Reds merely changed the name on the o'fice 
door, and continued business as usual, The new name 
was the Labor Progressive Party, “which had the same 
leaders and practically the same program, It was only 
modified in a sense, so as not to run afoul of the War 
Measures Act.” 

During the years when Hitler and Stalin were allies, 
the principal objective of the Communists in Canada 
was to sabotage the war effort in every way possible. 

But the day came, in June, 1941, when Hitler at- 
tacked Russia. That changed the Communist line 
overnight, the world around. What had been Canada’s 


Rep. Gwinn 


time without asking 
for any pay; we 
should even break strikes, because there was 
no more question of making money. There was 
only the question of winning the war, in order 
to help the Soviet Union resist the attack of 
the Nazi armes.” 

In 1943 Walsh, now the complete slave of 
Communism, was ordered to attempt re-en- 
listment in the Canadian armed forces. De- 
spite his previous dishonorable discharge, he 
was accepted in the Canadian Army, and 
sent overseas. 

“And here again I was in contact with cells 
of the Communist Party, which were very 
active and very strong in the Canadian armed forces 
—in the Air Force, the Navy, and the Army, Our main 
task at that time was to carry on agitation for opening 
of a second front.” 

Interrupting the witness, Frank 8. Tavenner, Jr., 
counsel to the committee asked: “Did you become per- 
sonally acquainted with any of the American members 
of the armed forces in Europe who were engaged in 
work of that character?” 

Walsh replied: “Well, I often met members of the 
armed forces in American uniform at meetings, but I 
do not recall specifically any names except ‘comrade,’ 
which was the term that was used between Canadian 
and American Communists, because at these meetings 
we were in the public eye and we came there to dis- 
cuss and to guide along the party line. So I do not re- 
call the names of any American Communists who par- 
ticipated in these meetings. 

“The second front was eventually opened in 1944, 
and many of us, including myself, who had clamored 
so long for the opening of this second front—as soon 
as we found ourselves on the Continent, we began in 
our spare time to contact the Communist parties of 
France and Belgium, and to actively take part in 
various work which French-speaking comrades could 
do there. 

“IT, myself, was arrested in France in August, 1944, 


Harry Bridges Mentioned in This Article Shown with Mos- 
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near Cannes, and was taken back to England for hav- 
ing spoken at a meeting of the Communist Party of 
France. 

“When I returned from the army overseas, I became 
general organizer for the Canadian Congress of Labor, 
which is the counterpart of the CIO in the U.S.A., and 
my nomination to that position was arranged by the 
Communist Party, because of the fact that the Com- 
munist Party at that time had considerable influence, 
having complete control over such CIO unions as the 
Fur and Leather Workers, the United Electrical Radio 
and Machine Workers, the International Union of 
Mine, Mill, and Smelter Workers, which then formed 
an important sector of the Canadian Congress of Labor. 

“I was general organizer for six months, and then 
I got a new assignment from the Canadian Congress of 
Labor, so that I could participate in a plan which 
Communists everywhere—in Great Britain, France, 
Italy, and the U.S.A., Canada, and other countries— 
were carrying on: that is, the infiltrating of veterans 
organizations. I infiltrated into the Canadian Legion, 
which is the counterpart of your American Legion 
here, and in 1947 I was elected president of the United 
Veterans branch of Quebec City; and at the Provincial 
convention I was elected Provincial vice president, 
and in that capacity carried out instructions of the 
Labor Progressive Party so as to implement as much 
as possible the Communist line at all meetings and 
discussions. 

“However, the Canadian Legion took drastic steps 
to weed out Communists, and before I was expelled 
I received another assignment, and this assignment 
was to take part in the Canadian seamen’s deep-sea 
strike of 1949.” 


"THE first purpose of world Communism after 1947 
was to defeat and frustrate the arrival of Marshall 
Plan shipments from North America to Europe. This 
world-wide program to sabotage shipping was directed 
by the Cominform, from Moscow, Walsh testified. 

“This strike was being organized with the end in 
view of tying up shipping in ports all over the world, 
so that Marshall Plan shipments could not be delivered 
in time, or the cargoes would rot; and at the same 
time it was expected to deal a crippling blow to the 
North Atlantic Pact, which the Communists were 
vigorously opposing all over Europe. 

“My particular function was to contact the Commu- 
nist dockers’ unions in all the ports that my ship 
visited .. . to confirm that these dockers would pledge 
solidarity strikes when we would tie up the ships in 
these ports, so that shipping would be effectively 
paralyzed. 

“So, in all the ports to which I went, I immediately 
got in touch with Communist Party headquarters . 
in ports like London, Hamburg, Antwerp, Genoa, 
Naples, Bari, ete.” 

This whole program of maritime sabotage is directed 
from Moscow by Vassili Vavilkin, vice president of the 
World Federation of Trade Unions and director of 
the entire maritime apparatus of the Cominform. 
From Communist cells all over the world, sailing 
schedules of all nations are transmitted to the Com- 
munist maritime headquarters in Paris, Walsh told 
the committee. 

“The dockers were very Communistically inclined. 
They had even tossed munitions overboard (in certain 
Italian ports).” 

At all times Red headquarters in Paris “knew ex- 
actly where all the ships were, and the Communists 
have been known to boast that they have Communist 
agitators on every deep sea ship.” 

Walsh identified Harry Bridges, of California, presi- 


Communist Party Leaders in Canada, Rounded Up in Spy 
Ring Trial. Rose, Mentioned in This Article Is Second 
from Left in First Row. 


dent of the International Longshoremen’s and Ware- 
housemen’s Union, as an active vice president of the 
maritime apparatus of the Cominform. 

“At that time Harry Bridges was trying very hard 
to get a passport to come to Europe, because he was 
known as one of the top leaders of the maritime sec- 
tion of the Cominform: Efforts were being made to 
have Harry Bridges come to this meeting (in Genoa) 
and to other subsequent meetings which were held in 
Marseilles, and in Warsaw.” (Hearings, p. 2377). 


HIS five-ocean conspiracy against the postwar re- 

construction of Europe and Asia continues to this 
day. It has never been completely successful, for every 
port has at least a few anti-Communist workers. But 
the Communist conspiracy was responsible, over a 
period of five years, for an endless succession of slow- 
downs and sit-downs in all the principal ports of 
Europe, Asia, North America, and South America. 

As Walsh testified (page 2389) : “On the West Coast 
of the United States, Harry Bridges’ longshoremen’s 
union cooperated in Seattle and San Francisco entire- 
ly with the Canadian Seamen’s Union.” 

While this world-wide conspiracy of sabotage was 
in full swing through 1948-50, the Truman Adminis- 
tration systematically lulled the American people into 
the easy mood of “Red Herring.” 

The Albany hearings on the Red drive against the 
world’s shipping comprise more than 250 pages of 
printed testimony. Today, these matters are history. 
The Cominform is directing its slaves to other work 
and other programs. But the Albany hearings do tell 
a shocking story of Moscow’s war against all human- 
kind—during those rollicking, gay, mink coat days 
of Truman and Acheson’s “Red Herring” slumber. 


JOIN THE CRUSADE 


Many readers of the National Republic are show- 
ing an interest far beyond that of a reader. They 
have wanted to share the information gleaned 
from these pages with others. In this determina- 
tion to keep America alert against the subversives, 
they have gone out among their friends and 
acquaintances, and solicited their support to the 
cause of Americanism, first by getting their sub- 
scription to the National Republic; secondly by 
getting them active in the battle for America. 
You owe it to yourself, your children, your coun- 
try, to JOIN THIS CRUSADE. 


. 
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GROUP DYNAMICS: TOOL 
FOR SOCIAL CHANGE 


By MARY L. ALLEN 


Is this part of the Communist 
conspiracy? Perhaps. The Com- 
munists know how to use group 
dynamics, and they are using this 
knowledge in the “cold war” 
against the free world. Insofar 
as we know, the Communists were 
the first, in modern times, to study 
groups scientifically, This study 
is known to the Communists as 
“Dialectical and Historical Ma- 
terialism,” and was described in 


listening? Throughout the Nation, Americans 

are being swept into a leftwing tide which 
threatens our freedom, our national sovereignty and 
our Constitution. Despite the efforts of many great 
Americans to alert the people as to the Socialist na- 
ture of the activity in which they are engaged, the 
tide pushes forward with increasing force. What is 
this force behind the tide that is sweeping millions 
of Americans into the Communist-Socialist web? 

The force is “group dynamics” or group moving 
force. It is the force created by a group of people 
working together and taking action on a common prob- 
lem. 

Group dynamics is pushing us by degrees into world 
government, blocking the Bricker Amendment, hamper- 
ing President Eisenhower’s attempt to transfer Gov- 
ernment operation of TVA power back to private enter- 
prise, fostering Federal Aid to Education, whipping 
up racial agitation in the North as well as in the 
South over the Supreme Court ruling on segregation, 
discrediting anti-Communists, and most important 
of all, leading us against American Nationalism and 
slowly but surely towards globalism and Communism. 

The understanding of group dynamics is a powerful 
weapon. It is a weapon that few people in America 
comprehend. However, if the American people were 
thoroughly acquainted with group dynamics, they 
would then have the group strength to combat the 
very evils that threaten this Nation. 

What can be done to prevent group dynamics from 
leading us into disaster and Communism? First, we 
should learn more about group dynamics. Then we 
should see who is using it and how and why. 

Today, in America, a group of people have devised 
methods for controlling and guiding group dynamics in 
such a way as to change our society. Discussion tech- 
niques, resulting from the scientific study of groups, 
have been invented to overcome the resistance of indi- 
viduals to change. Individual opinions are cast aside 
unless they contribute to the group mind which is 
focused on social change. The group mind enjoys 
some sort of sacred entity which must not be violated 
by any individual in the group. 

Whenever and wherever majority opposition might 
block the planned social change, group dynamics is 
used to force the majority to bow to the will of a few. 
When groups fall under the influence of this group 
control, the groups become one-minded. 

In order to compel the majority to accept the views 
of a few, trained members work together to control 
the group thinking. Opposing individuals cannot voice 
their opposition by voting because voting is eliminated, 
and thence they must bow to the group opinion, 

This group force expands to other groups, to surveys, 
and to publie opinion polls which are similarly con- 
trolled. 

Group dynamies is being used to reshape America. 


[ tistening knocks at America’s door. But who is 


the 19th Century by Karl Marx, 
who borrowed the term, “dialec- 
tics,” from such early philosophers as Plato and Aris- 
totle. Let us glance at some quotations from a Com- 
munist pamphlet on “Dialectical and Historical Ma- 
terialism.” 

“Materialism leads us to study the development of 
society scientifically .. .” p. 13. 

“.. . it is necessary to apply dialectics to the study 
of society . . . to study society in motion, as it de- 
velops and changes, and to find what conflicts are 
fundamental and condition the process of develop- 
ment.” pp. 28-29. 

“As Communists we are concerned with moving 
people into action with the aim of changing society. 
It is therefore very important for us to understand 
how things change and to learn to approach all our 
problems in a dialectical way...” p. 16. 

“. . , dialectics is the theoretical weapon of the 
working class in the struggle to change the world.” 
p. 16. 

This is Marxism. Well trained Communists under- 
stand and know how to apply it. They know how to 
bend group action to their will. 

We, in America, need to know the Communist secret 
of forcing non-Reds into action to change society. Al- 
though some may shun the idea because it is rooted 
in “Materialism” and Communistic philosophy, the 
knowledge of this secret is as important to our wel- 
fare as the atomic bomb. 

Whether the men who first introduced the scientific 


Dr. William Wirt, Literally Destroyed for Publicly Expos- 
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study of groups in America were part of the Com- 
munist conspiracy or whether they were solely inter- 
ested in research is a question that cannot be answered. 

With an open mind let us see what organizations 
and what men are behind this study. 

Group research had an innocuous beginning in 
America. It was first used by industries in the 1920's 
and 1930's in an attempt to bring about a more co- 
operative relationship between employers and em- 
ployees, thus increasing production, Later, it entered 
social change channels. 

By 1938, the psychological research into groups was 
being pioneered by the Research Center for Group 
Dynamics at the University of Michigan and the Di- 
vision of Adult Education Services of the National 
Education Association (NEA). Ten years later, re- 
search centers on group dynamics had been established 
in many universities and the findings of these research 
centers suddenly flooded the libraries in the form of 
articles and pamphlets, 

Among the universities participating were the Mas- 
sachusetts Institute of Technology, the University of 
Michigan, and Teachers’ College of Columbia Univer- 
sity. But the most powerful promoter of group dy- 
namics study was, and is today, the National Educa- 
tion Association. Others who have joined in sponsor- 
ship are the American Education Fellowship, the Ford 
Foundation and UNESCO. 

A few of the men behind this movement are: Ken- 
neth Benne, Kurt Lewin, Theodore Brameld, Leland 
D. Bradford, Ronald Lippitt, Stuart Chase, Elliott 
Jacques, Fritz Redl, Paul Sheats, Alvin Zander, and 
John R. P. French, Jr 


Sa result of the research study of groups, the fol- 

lowing plans for social change through group ac- 
tion have been revealed. “Planned social change” and 
the “creation of permanent changes” are advocated. 
To engineer these changes, it is recommended that: 

7, . planned social change may be thought of as 
compose ‘a of unfreezing (breaking down existing views 
or obstacles), changing of level (changing and estab- 
lishing new views), and freezing on the new level 
(once views are changed, they must be made secure 
against change).” (Kurt Lewin, “Frontiers in Group 
Dynamics,” Human Relations, Vol. I, No. 1, pp. 535- 
541.) Changes must effect the total society. 

“For changing a social equilibrium . . . one has to 
consider the total social field: the groups and sub- 
groups involved, their relations, their value systems, 
ete. The constellation of the social field as a whole 
has to be studied and so reorganized that social events 
flow differently.” (Ibid.) 

If planned social changes are to be successful, 
sistance to change must be overcome, 

. Resistance to change is strong. Psychoanalytic 
experience shows, however, that resistance itself can 
be turned to therapeutic use, if its manifestations are 
analysed and related to underlying causes of trouble.” 
(Elliott Jaques, “Interpretive Group Discussion as a 
Method of Facilitating Social Change,’ Human Rela- 
tions, Vol. I, No. 4, pp. 535-541.) 


LINICAL research into resistance to change is ap- 

plied in approaching “individuals or groups with 
the purpose of change in mind. Thus the analysis of 
resistance should have an important place in educa- 
tion, teaching . . . as well as in attempts to combat 
prejudice ” (Fritz Redl, “Resistance in Therapy 
Groups,” Human Relations, Vol. I, No. 3, p. 313.) 

Strife is recommended to remove prejudice and 
change views. 

“To break open the shell of complacency and self- 
righteousness it is sometimes necessary to bring about 


Harold Laski, Whose “Group Dynamics” 
the British Fabian Government on England, All but Wreck- 
ing Its Economy. 


Operations Forced 


deliberately an emotional stir-up.” (Kurt Lewin) 

To overcome resistance to change, two psychoan- 
alysts or social consultants should work with a group 
in its formative stages. The group may resist one 
consultant, whereas it will follow two. 

“. . . Once, however, the project is sufficiently ad- 
vanced, and enough acceptance developed to cope with 
resistances, it may be satisfactory for only one person 
to continue .. .” (Elliott Jaques) 

Groups are used because individuals change more 
readily in groups than as isolated individuals. 

“... Perhaps one might expect single individuals to 
be more pliable than groups of like-minded individuals. 
However, experience in leadership training, in chi ng- 
ing . . . prejudices, all seem to indicate that it is 
usually easier to change individuals formed into a 
group than to change any one of them separately, As 
long as group values are unchanged, the individual will 
resist changes more strongly the farther he is to de- 
part from group standards. If the group standard 
itself is changed, the resistance which is due to the 
relation between individual and group standard is 
eliminated.” (Kurt Lewin) 

Pressure for change is imposed upon individual 
group members, who are referred to as “social engi- 


” 


neers” or “change agents,” Lersons trained to effect 
change. They are told that as they participate in 


social change, they are contributing to democracy. 

It is apparent that the study of group dynamics is 
being used to lead groups into action for social change. 
This fact is certainly not known to thousands of un- 
suspecting Americans who have participated in group 
dynamics meetings. If it were known that changing 
society was the goal of those who teach group dy- 
namics, then the participants in group meetings would 
be on guard against the techniques, methods of pro- 
cedure and plans for action. 


Where is group dynamics used? It is used in our 

schools. Under the guise of “discussion techniques” 

r “democratic practices,” it invades our elementary 

and junior high schools. Universities offer courses in 

“leadership training” to their students. Who would 
(See Groupe Dynamics, Page 30) 
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GOVERNMENT PURSUES RED AGENT CASES 


THE ENEMY WITHIN 
OUR GATES 


( REGISTERED TRADE MARK ) 


Concerning the Activities of Movements Tending 
To Undermine the Institutions of the Republic 


BREAK in the Department of Justice probe of 
A wartime Soviet espionage may hinge on the de- 

cision of a Federal judge on the request of the 
Department for immunity for one of its witnesses, 
whose identity is being closely guarded. 

Immunity can be granted under the new law enacted 
in the last session of Congress, and if granted will be 
the first time the law has been used since approved. 
If immunity is granted it is expected that the testimony 
of the secret witness will lead to many indictments 
in connection with the Reds who held top posts in the 
New Deal and Fair Deal Administrations. 

Under this law a person who is involved or has been 
involved to the extent that he might be subject to 
prosecution can be exempted from prosecution no mat- 
ter how deeply he may be involved, if he aids the Gov- 
ernment in its case. However, once immunity is given 
the witness must testify in court or face contempt. 

Sensational espionage charges were made in 1947 by 
Miss Elizabeth Bentley, a courier in the Nation’s 
Capital for a wartime Soviet spy ring, but she so far 
has been the only witness that could be found by the 
Government to testify on the charges. She named 
many Government officials, but her testimony singu- 
larly was not sufficient to bring about indictments. 
Several of those she accused have in recent months 
been called before the grand jury but the Department 
of Justice has been careful not to indicate which of 
the witnesses has volunteered to cooperate with it. 


Laxity in Ft. Monmouth Security 


Meantime, it is rumored in Washington that a recent 
escapee from Russia, one who has served the secret 
agents division of the Soviet government, has named 
eight Red spies who are yet operating in our Govern- 
ment. It is understood that the Administration has 
ordered a secret and intensive investigation of the 
individuals whose names have so far been withheld 
from the public. 

The way has now been cleared for an early trial of 
Joseph Sidney Petersen, Wational Security Council 
aide accused of taking secret documents and using 
them in a manner prejudicial to the best interests of 
our country. 

Defense attorneys failed in their effort in December 
to have the court drop two of the three counts in 
the indictment. 

The counts on which dismissal was sought dealt 
with the charge that he took notes from a secret docu- 
ment revealing that the United States code experts 
broke the Netherlands diplomatic code in 1948, and 
that he took papers dealing with the routing of North 
Korean broadcasts in 1952.. He is also charged with 


keeping documents, notes and classified papers in his 
apartment. 


United Press Photo 

Junius Irving Scales, Chapel Hill, N. C., Communist Party 

Chairman of North and South Carolina Since 1946, Arrested 
by FBI in Memphis, Tenn. 


Further complications concerning military opera- 
tions at Fort Monmouth, N. J., have broken into the 
open with charges by a former Army Intelligence offi- 
cer that 1,800 secret documents are unaccounted for 
and missing from the Signal Corps laboratories. 

The disclosure was made by Captain Benjamin H. 
Sheehan, who has been honorably discharged since 
making his investigation at the Fort. A New York 
Daily quoted Captain Sheehan as saying: “We were 
amazed to find that more than 2,700 classified items 
had been charged to one man, an engineer. More than 
1,800 of them had not been accounted for to the best 
of my knowledge.” 


United Press Photo 

Ralph Long, Durham, N. C., Former Newspaperman and 

Former Communist Party Leader Tells Congressional Com- 

mittee Red Cell Including Five Professors Operated at Uni- 
versity of North Carolina. 
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Fort Monmouth had been one of the targets of 
Senator McCarthy in his investigation of alleged Red 
infiltration and looseness in handling military secrets. 

Captain Sheehan said he had requested permission 
of Army Secretary Stevens to testify before the Mc- 
Carthy committee, but that instead he was called to 
Washington and, according to the press account of 
his statement: “Subjected to what can be described 
only as a Soviet-type brainwashing interrogation.” 

The Defense Department has admitted that the mat- 
ter of missing documents “has been under investiga- 
tion for some time.” 

And while the Republican Administration continues 
to move forward against the Reds, the Senate Perman- 
ent Investigations Committee may put the brakes on 
investigation of Communists when the Democrats take 
control of the Senate early in January. This has been 
indicated by Democratic leaders on the committee who 
have expressed the feeling that there are “other things 
as important as Communism” to take up the time of 
the Senators. 

Senator McClellan, Democrat of Arkansas, who is 
scheduled to replace Senator McCarthy when the bal- 
ance of power in the Senate shifts in the new Con- 
gress, is quoted as saying that his committee would 
“perform all of the functions” for which it was created 
and not “operate exclusively in the Communism field.” 

Without question there is enough leftwing sentiment 
particular among CIO and Americans for Democratic 
Action supporters of the Democrats to curtail Red 
probes and an abundance of investigative proposals 
“in other fields” could be stacked up on the committee 
agenda, with the result that Communistic infiltration 
would receive less and less attention. 


Plans Laid to Slow Red Queries 


There is one proposal to name a joint Senate-House 
Committee to deal with Communism, but the House 
will probably not look with favor on this. Then there 
is a move among some Democrats to have the House 
Un-American Activities Committee abolished, but 
Republicans say they will militantly oppose both 
moves. 

Whether the drive against Communist infiltration 
is pushed is now squarely in the laps of the Democrats, 
who control all the committees in both Houses of Con- 
gress. Whether several unfinished probes continue is 
also up to the same leaders. These include the in- 
vestigation of infiltration of Reds in defense plants, 
which has already made some startling disclosures, 


Civil Rights Congress Red Directed 


A former Communist, Leonard H. Goldsmith of 
Louisville, Ky., ripped the veil from the Civil Rights 
Congress, branding it an arm of the Communist Party, 
recently when he testified before the Subversive Activi- 
ties Cortrol Board, stating that all of the organiza- 
tion’s decisions were subject to review by the Com- 
munist Party, and that the officers of the Congress 
have had “very little voice” in the program of the 
Congress. 

The review of programs by the Reds has been han- 
dled through William L, Patterson, executive secretary 
of the Congress, Goldsmith charged. Goldsmith admit- 
ted having been a party member from 1942 until 1946. 
He testified that Gerhard Eisler, international Com- 
munist agent, who fled from this country to East Ger- 
many while under indictment, drew $75 a week from 
the Congress, but did no work for it. 

Mrs. Mildred Blauvelt, a New York City police- 
woman who operated as an undercover agent in Com- 


MAY CURTAIL INVESTIGATIONS OF REDS 


United Press Photo 

Ramon Mirabal Carion, Secretary-General Communist Party, 

Puerto Rico, Arrested by FBI in Hidalgo, Tex., on Con- 
spiracy charge. 


munist ranks, testified that all Brooklyn Communists 
were ordered by party officials to join the Civil Rights 
Congress to “give it leadership.” Mrs. Blauvelt, a 
plainclothes woman on the police force, joined the 
party in 1943, but was expelled in 1951 when the Reds 
learned of her police connections, She named Bill 
and Rhode Cahn and Jack Sartisky among the Com- 
munists who were active in the Civil Rights Congress. 

The Subversive Activities Control Board order 
that the International Workers Order, a Communist 
front exposed by Walter 8S. Steele, Editor of the Na- 
TIONAL Repusuiic, be required to register as a Com- 
munist group has now been voided at the request of 


(See Tur Enemy Wirutn Gares, Page 23) 


United Press Photo 
University of Michigan, Buick Navidzaden, Ordered De- 
? ported to Iran as a Communist. 
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FOR—Fundamental Americanism; Constitutional Repre- 
sentative Government; Constructive National Policies. 


cCNATIONAL REPUBLIC EDITORIALS 


AGAINST—AlIl Subversive Movements Inimical to Amert- 
can Ideals, Traditions and Institutions. 


GOOD TIMES AHEAD So FAR AS ANY ONE CAN 

see, the United States will 
enjoy prosperity during 1955. The factors that caused 
the depression of 1929-31 are not operating now. Fac- 
tors which would have warded off hard times then are 
operating now. Of course, human foresight is limited, 
so it is not wise to prophesy, but it is allowable to look 
over the books, size up the economic weather, and take 
in sail in case of doubt. If Americans had done this 
in 1929 they would have saved themselves from the 
flood of ruin that overwhelmed all nations. That flood 
was caused by the losses and dislocations of the first 
world war. Since it was the first world war, nobody 
knew what its consequences would be, and so everybody 
was caught off guard. It was 15 years after the war 
began before the blow fell. The second world war, 
which consumed much more wealth than the first, be- 
gan in 1939; so if time alone were the deciding factor, 
another depression should be smiting the world for its 
folly in burning its wealth in war, But time is not 
the yardstick now, because the world learned some- 
thing—not much, but something—from the first world 
war and its consequences. 

It learned that when empires go down the resulting 
vortex will suck down humankind by wholesale in 
regions remote from the warfields; and so the world 
has taken some precautions to ward off the aftermath 
of the ruination of Germany, Italy and Japan. These 
precautions are not sufficient to prevent hard times 
in some places, and they have not met the emergency 
caused by the hostility of Soviet Russia; but they have 
cushioned readjustment to new ways of life in Ger- 
many, Italy and Japan, repaired war damage in large 
part, encouraged frugality and discouraged specula- 
tion, and warned many an American that he must pay 
personal attention to the doings of his Government and 
to his own frugality or pay in beggary and rags for 
his neglect. 

The peremptory veto of New Deal prodigality in 
1952 by the American people is evidence that they 
learned much from the depression and their hardships 
resulting from exploitation of the depression for 20 
years by demagogues. It was a hard lesson, and slowly 
learned; but it is now helping to build a solid floor 
under their prosperity. 

The Eisenhower Administration has been put on 
its honor to heed the command of the people to be 
careful in its commitments and its expenditures. It 
has been reminded of its mortality by the election of 
Democrats to take charge of Congress—and these 
Democrats, having been kept on starvation rations 
for two years, are themselves reminded that punish- 
ment awaits them next year if they return to the ways 
of Roosevelt and Truman. There is evidence that 
Democratic leaders are heeding the lesson carried by 
their defeat in 1952. They are now for economy, espe- 
cially in doling out money to nations that do little for 
themselves. The Administration’s plan to spend bil- 
lions in Asia is meeting strong Democratic opposition. 
So we repeat the statement that the factors which 
would have warded off the depression of 1929-40 are 
operating now, and that, so far as anybody can see, 
the United States will enjoy prosperity in 1955. 


THE SLANTED PRESS PUBLIC PROTESTS ARE MADE 

against the tendency of 
some metropolitan city newspapers to slant their news 
reports. If there were no cure for this practice there 
would be good grounds, indeed, for fears that some of 
the American press might be falling into the pit of 
degradation in which newspapers in certain foreign 
countries are wallowing, despised as liars and bribe- 
takers. 

In at least one foreign capital the distortion of news 
by corrupt reporters and newspaper proprietors is 
taken for granted by the government to such an extent 
that the entire press of the country is shut off from 
news sources and the people deprived of knowledge of 
what their government is doing. Consequently the 
prestige of that government suffers for lack of popular 
support. It is unable to exert sufficient influence 
upon neighbor governments to obtain respect for its 
rights. Its outer territory is in danger from both 
aggression and insurrection. 

No more striking example could be cited of the 
national necessity for honest news reporting than the 
plight of the nation in question, falling into decay be- 
cause of the chasm that divides the government from 
the people. But fortunately this state of affairs can- 
not be expected to afflict the United States, for two 
good reasons: First, most of the press and its owners 
and reporters are jealous of their liberties, proud of 
their Americanism, and eager competitors in truthful 
news reporting; and second, the American people are 
masters of their Government and insist upon obtain- 
ing full information concerning the doings of their 
public servants. 

By means of television and radio the people have 
checked and identified the corrupt purveyors of news, 
and of course are penalizing them, One by one, these 
traitors to truth drop out and do not realize what has 
struck them, so silent and lethal is the blow. The 
offenders are imitated by juvenile delinquents who 
choose to go wrong, but they, too, suffer the fate that 
awaits all who dishonor their calling and their country. 


& 


“THERE IS NO LONGER ANY REAL 
distinction between ‘domestic’ 


FOREIGN POLICY 
and ‘foreign’ affairs.” w 
AND POLITICS Deprnt one 


in 1950, in support of a proposal that a “human 
rights” treaty be made which would create “some kind 
of supranational supervision of tne relationship be- 
tween the state and its citizens.’ Fortunately this 
idiotic scheme .to destroy American independence was 
indefinitely postponed; but the sage remark by the 
State Department one-worlder is still true. It applies 
to the political situation. 

The Republican and Democratic rivalry for posses- 
sion of the White House, now beginning, might be con- 
sidered by foreigners as a struggle purely domestic, 
but the leaders of the two parties know better. They 
are shedding their coats, preparatory to a knockout 
fight over foreign policy. The main objective, of 
course, is to win control of the White House, but the 
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secondary objective is also a respectable one—the 
victory of a plan that will best serve the interest of 
the United States. 

In a preliminary skirmish President Eisenhower 
consulted Democratic as well as Republican leaders 
with a view to obtaining united support of his plan 
for saving Asia. The conference lasted over two hours; 
at the end of which Senator Johnson of Texas, Demo- 
cratic leader, told reporters that the President’s pro- 
gram was “constructive,” but that it had not been 
fully outlined and might have to be “improved” by 
Democratic experts. Thus the bugle sounds for the 
battle which will demonstrate that “there is no longer 
any real distinction between domestic and foreign 
affairs.” 

Since Senator Johnson gave his hint of the forth- 
coming clash several Democrats in Congress have given 
notice that they will oppose the President’s plan to 
frustrate Communist aggression in Asia with Ameri- 
can dollars. One of these Democrats is Mr. Richards, 
of South Carolina, who is resuming his old place as 
chairman of the House Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
He has just returned from an inspection of the Asian 
situation. Mr. Richards is an able and plain-spoken 
legislator, whose personal independence was made 
clear when, as committee chairman in the 82d Congress, 
he cut down State Department authorization proposals 
by more than $600 millions. He and his committee 
are now in a stronger position than they were under 
the Truman administration, and they may be ex- 
pected to take care that the Democratic party shall not 
be charged with any such extravagance in foreign 
spending as might delay the balancing of the budget. 

Unless the committee authorizes an appropriation 
it will not be made. Its action may be described later 
as “playing polities,” but it would be in reality a stroke 
in favor of a frugal foreign policy. With Senator 
Byrd and his committee taking the same position, as 
he has already made clear, it becomes evident that the 
State Department one-worlder builded his wise obser- 
vation better than he knew, 


EX-REDS 


Carthy” is their prejudice 

against former Commu- 
nists who have honestly repented and are now aiding 
our Government by giving valuable information to the 
authorities which may prevent sabotage of American 
industrial plants, railroad and shipping centers, and 
transports carrying GIs. The particular former Reds 
in question know the facts from inside experiences 
and have the courage to tell the truth. They deserve 
praise when they sound the alarm against spies and 
traitors, and identify them so that they can be appre- 
hended before committing crimes against the United 
States. But these repentant ex-Reds are smeared by 
a certain section ‘of the press, which describes them as 
“professional informers” and “stool pigeons.” Holy 
writ tells us that “the vilest sinner may return” and 
be forgiven if truly repentant, but some self-righteous 
newspapers carry their anti-McCarthy animus so far 
as to forget their own obligations to deal charitably 
with repentant sinners, What is to be thought of that 
great propagandist of charity, the Christian Science 
Monitor, when it says this: 

“Tt has been something of a shock to the Ameri- 
can public to learn how many of these professional 
informers the Justice Department has been keep- 
ing on the string ready to testify against those 
charged with Communist affiliations.” 
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The Monitor does not accuse these former Commu- 
nists of falsehood in any testimony they have given. 
It finds fault with them for telling the truth. It 
seems to be afraid that Communist conspirators will 
be exposed. It finds fault with the Govrnment for 
taking precautions against crime. 

If it is good sense to provide a stockpile of atom 
bombs and strategic weapons, it is equally good sense 
to provide against treason and Communist sabotage. 
The best way to do this is to expose Communist 
criminals; and the best way to expose them is to find 
truthful witnesses who can and will identify the 
guilty ones in open hearings and in court. If former 
Communists whose truthfulness has been tested, are 
willing to help expose the guilty, they should be en- 
couraged to do so, and if they must be compensated 
for loss of time while waiting to testify they should 
be well paid; for this precaution may forestall such 
sabotage as the “Black Tom” holocaust, or the assassi- 
nation of key officials of government. The Christian 
Science Monitor among other publications, however, 
finds fault with this policy, and prefers to vilify re- 
pentant former Communists as “professional inform- 
ers,” which is equivalent to defending criminals who 
skulk under disguise while plotting to injure the United 
States, 


THE PUBLIC HAS BEEN CONFUSED BY 
the action of Secretary of Labor 


THE RIGHT 
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delay of the Administration in approving or repudiat- 
ing his action. 

If the Secretary of Labor has spoken “out of turn,” 
and is overruled by the President and Cabinet, he is 
no doubt headed for the door marked “exit.” This 
would be most welcome news to the millions who are 
sick and tired of the tyranny of some of the labor 
union bosses and their invasion of individual rights. 

The aggressions of some of the labor bosses have 
provoked public resistance, as might have been ex- 
pected, and now the people, through State laws, are 
putting a curb in the mouths of agitators who demand 
the right to compel workers to join labor unions. 
Kighteen States have enacted laws which protect the 
individual’s right to work, and other States are about 
to likewise legislate. Labor bosses pretend to see in 
these laws a movement to destroy organized labor, and 
of course they are overjoyed to hear one of President 
Kisenhower’s advisers denounce these State laws. His 
speech was all the more surprising because it ran 
contrary to Mr. Eisenhower’s known views on the 
question of State rights. It has been presumed that 
the President would concede that a State has the 
inherent right to prevent a labor union from coercing 
a citizen to join it on penalty o* losing his livelihood. 
This cold-blooded crime was attempted by some labor 
bosses in connection with Government contracts some 
years ago. The attempt by fermer President Truman 
to seize the steel mills in order to gratify labor union 
demands was a glaring example of prostitution of offi- 
cial duty, fittingly annulled and rebuked by the Su- 
preme Court to the applause of the American people 
as a whole. It has been assumed that President Eisen- 
hower could not have been guilty of such an act; and 
his defense of individual and State rights supports 
this assumption. It would be most regrettable, there- 
fore, if the Administration should now oppose the 
movement by States to protect the freedom of employ- 
ment. Sooner or later the American people will keep 
their independence supreme, even over labor bosses, 


MINORITY RIGHTS AND 
MAJORITY TYRANNY 


By HON. JOSEPH L. CALL 


Judge of Municipal Court, Los Angeles Judicial District 


trollable power. They were convinced 
that government without restraint was 
no government at all. 

This resulted in the establishment for 
the first time in history of a limited Fed- 
eral government under a written consti- 
tution operating solely under enumerated 
or delegated powers. Under this theory 
of government, each State maintained its 
separate entity and all the rights of self- 
government and self-regulation and all 
rights incident to complete sovereignty, 
except for such powers as were delegated 


by the people of the States to the Na- 


F FOREMOST moment confronting the delegates 
O to the Constitutional Convention of 1787 was the 

problem of constitutionally protecting the rights 
of the 49 per cent of the people comprising the minori- 
ty, as against the “tyranny of the majority,” and at 
the same time maintaining sovereignty in the people 
of the States. 

At the time of the convention the recognition of the 
doctrine of natural rights, irrespective of the majority, 
was not new in American political life. The Declara- 
tion of Independence epitomizes the principle in the 
conclusion that “We hold these truths to be self-evi- 
dent, that all men... are endowed by their Creator 
with certain unalienable Rights, that among these are 
Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.” 

Since this declaration of rights, no less than 30 
States have inserted the substance of this principle in 
their own constitutions, while no less than 27 States 
have declared in their constitutions that “The enumer- 
ation therein of certain rights shall not impair or deny 
others retained by the people”; and in eight States the 
constitutions provide that “the natural and inherent 
rights of the people are excepted out of the general 
powers of government and shall forever remain in- 
violate.” 

In the formation of the constitutional convention the 
people of the States were fortunate in being represented 
by men of mental primacy and of cognizance in the 
history of governments, 

In the constitutional convention some of the dele- 
gates advocated a confederation or union of the States 
based primarily upon unrestrained democracy, and 
contended that such democracy is incapable of oppres- 
sive or tyrannical conduct. These contentions, how- 
ever, were fought bitterly by those delegates who de- 
sired a constitutional government predicated upon 
fixed constitutional principles. 

These representatives were apprehensive of the con- 
sequences of excessive democracy in social organiza- 
tion, as well as the evils and ravages of totalitarian 
governments. Their long discussions and debates in 
the convention show their grave apprehension and fear 
of the tyranny of the majority. They were aware of 
the fact that an unrestrained majority would and had 
led to anarchy. They knew that the government of 
Athens, at one time an outstanding exponent of clear 
emancipation and democracy, a foremost leader‘of un- 
restrained social franchise, had become top-heavy with 
the overbalance of excessive democracy, and that as a 
result such unrestrained freedom had resulted in mul- 
tiplied tyranny. 

The ultimate conclusion of the delegates was, how- 
ever, that no stable government could be sustained if 
based upon unlimited democracy, and that to main- 
tain free government and individual rights there must 
be certain constitutional limitations upon the direct 
action of the people, to prohibit unchecked and uncon- 


tional government. This created a dual 

system of federalism, Under this system, 
sovereignty was always retained by the people, and at 
the same time the rights of the individual, and the 
minority as well as the majority, were protected by 
constitutional restraint on government power. 

This system was designed to prevent the deposit 
anywhere of unlimited power. To accomplish this 
purpose, the Federal government was based upon three 
departments—the Executive, Legislative, and Judicial 
—each of which was vested with limited rights and 
prerogatives. 

To further prohibit the deposit of unlimited power 
with any person or delegated department, the Consti- 
tution in furtherance of such principle created what 
is commonly known as the system of checks and bal- 
ances. Under this system, the powers delegated were 
so distributed that no one department could usurp 
powers without being restrained or held in check by 
the other branches of government. This system of 
checks and balances is a principle unknown to foreign 
governments. It was John Adams who pointed out 
that in this respect there are no less than eight such 
checks under our Constitution. He stated in a letter 
to John Taylor in 1814 as follows: 

“Is not the Constitution of the United States 
complicated with the idea of balance? Is there 


James Madison Joined Thomas Jefferson in Urging Adop- 
tion of First Ten Amendments to Constitution. 
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James Wilson Led Opposition to Adoption of First Ten 
Amendments to Our Constitution. 


a constitution upon record more complicated with 
balances than ours? In the first place, 18 States 
and some territories are balanced against the na- 
tional government; whether judiciously or in- 
judiciously, I will not presume at present to con- 
jecture . . . In the second place, the House of 
Representatives is balanced against the Senate, 
and the Senate against the House. In the third 


place, the executive authority is, in some degree, 


balanced against the legislature. In the fourth 
place, the judiciary power is balanced against the 
House, the Senate, the executive power, and the 
State governments. In the fifth place, the Senate 
is balanced against the President in all appoint- 
ments to office, and in all treaties ... In the sixth 
place, the people hold in their own hands the 
balance against their own Representatives, by bi- 
ennial, which I wish had been annual elections. 
In the seventh place, the legislatures of the several 
States are balanced against the Senate by sexten- 
nial elections. In the eighth place, the electors 
are balanced against the people in the choice of 
the President. Here is a complicated refinement 
of balances, which, for anything I recollect, is an 
invention of our own and peculiar to us.” 


The foregoing principles concern primarily the 
structure of the Federal government and departments 
of the government based upon powers constitutionally 
delegated to the Federal government. However, to 
further protect the rights of the individual against 
possible encroachment, there are still further consti- 
tutional limitations in the form of direct prohibitions. 
The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall not 
be suspended unless in case of rebellion or invasion 
the public safety may require it. No bill of attainder 
or ew post facto law shall be passed. No capitation or 
other direct tax shall be laid unless in proportion to 
the census or enumeration, and the States are pro- 
hibited by law from impairing the obligation of con- 
tracts. 

The first ten amendments are known as the Bill of 
Rights. The Constitution in its original form as sub- 
mitted to the the States (1787) did not contain these 
amendments. 
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The question whether the original Constitution 
should contain the proposed amendments as a part 
thereof resulted in the creation of two factions; one 
opposing such inclusion and the other favoring it. 
Those opposing it were led by James Wilson and Alex- 
ander Hamilton, while those favoring its inclusion 
were headed by Thomas Jefferson and James Madison. 

Wilson argued in the constitutional convention that 

“... in a government possessed of enumerated pow- 
ers, such a measure would be not only unnecessary, 
but preposterous and dangerous. Whence comes this 
notion, that in the United States there is no security 
without a bill of rights? Have the citizens of South 
Carolina no security for their liberties? They have no 
bill of rights. Are the citizens on the eastern side of 
the Delaware less free, or less secured in their liber- 
ties, than those on the western side? The State of 
New Jersey has no bill of rights. The States of Con- 
necticut and Rhode Island have no bill of rights, I 
know not whether I have exactly enumerated the States 
who have not thought it necessary to add a bill of 
rights to their constitutions; but this enumeration, 
sir, will serve to show by experience, as well as prin- 
ciple, that, even in single governments, a bill of rights 
is not an essential or necessary measure. But in a 
government consisting of enumerated powers, such as 
is proposed for the United States, a bill of rights 
would not only be unnecessary, but, in my humble 
judgment, highly imprudent. In all societies, there 
are many powers and rights which cannot be particu- 
larly enumerated. A bill of rights annexed to a con- 
stitution is an enumeration of powers reserved. If we 
attempt an enumeration, everything that is not enu- 
merated is presumed to be given. The consequence is, 
that an imperfect enumeration would throw all im- 
plied power into the scale of the government, and the 
rights of the people would be rendered incomplete. On 
the other hand, an imperfect enumeration of the powers 
of government reserves all implied power to the peo- 
ple, and by that means the constitution becomes in- 
complete. But of the two, it is much safer to run 
the risk on the side of the constitution; for an omission 
in the enumeration of the powers of government is 


(See Masoriry Tyranny, Page 30) 


John Adams Pointed to at Least Eight Checks and Balances 
in Our Government. 
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LEFTWING BIAS OF 
A LIBRARY SERVICE 


By DR. FELIX WITTMER 


Educator, Writer and Lecturer 


HY ARE THE vast majority of our libraries 

overstocked with books of the leftwing persua- 

sion while conservative authors are but scarcely 
represented? One answer could be that some of our 
librarians are affected with the radical trend of our 
times. To imagine that our librarians on the whole 
make original decisions in forming their political, 
social and economic outlook and have the time to read 
many books before deciding which ones they might 
purchase for their institutions would disclose a reck- 
lessly naive attitude. 

There is another and more concrete answer to the 
question. This answer reveals part of the pattern ac- 
cording to which American opinion has been molded 
by a smal] minority of intellectuals. Besides adopting 
the books which some of the citizens of the community 
recommend, our librarians rely mainly on four guides, 
viz. the Sunday book reviews of the New York Times 
and the New York Herald Tribune, and the reviews of 
the Saturday Review and the Library Journal. (In 
the Middle West the Magazine of Books of the Chicago 
Sunday Tribune, one of the few conservative sources 
of information on books, is respected by a fair number 
of librarians.) 

Two notable articles have appeared in the American 
Mercury, demonstrating how a clique of collectivist- 
minded reviewers systemically have used the organs 
of the two above-mentioned New York newspapers to 
praise radical books and to disparage those of the 
conservatives (unless the latter are given the silent 
treatment.) That the Saturday Review, which is edited 
by the “humanitarian” World Federalist, Norman 
Cousins, is methodically following the “progressive,” 
pseudo-liberal line is an acknowledged fact. Few 
Americans, however, realize 


organ of the American Library Association, does not 
contain a book review department. It prints the very 
small “List of Notable Books” (about one book per 
week), which has been annually compiled by the Pub- 
lic Libraries Division of the ALA since 1944. Other- 
wise it leaves the work of reviewing to the well-estab- 
lished semi-monthly Library Journal. 

Mr. Melcher, as publisher of an independent maga- 
zine, has of course a perfect right to color the same 
as leftwing if he pleases; but it is alarming if not 
downright scandalous that his private enterprise, the 
Library Journal, is generally accepted as an objective 
and therefore acceptable library guide for the acquisi- 
tion of books by thousands of librarians. 

The R. R. Bowker Company, in a large ad on page 
89 of The London Times Literary Supplement of Sep- 
tember 17, 1954, advertises the Library Journal as “the 
leading journal of library news and opinion, offering 
also America’s most complete book review coverage.” 

At the present time, the Library Journal employs 
11 consulting editors. There is one for “Economics 
and International Affairs,’ one for “Labor” and one 
for the “United Nations.” There is none for American 
affairs, none for American history, none for any his- 
tory, none for biography, none for govenment, none 
for political science. In other words, any books which 
deal with political, social or economic affairs are 
handled by reviewers whose main interest lies in the 
fields of international affairs, labor and the United 
Nations. Thus already in its purposive setup the 
Library Journal is one-sidely pro-internationalist, pro- 
labor (i.e., actually pro-union) and pro-United Nations. 

A study of the Library Journal reveals that almost 
without exception its reviews recommend leftwing 
books and condemn those of the conservatives. No 
wonder that even our conservative publishing houses 
do not dare to publish conservative books, but restrict 
themselves to harmless topics which eschew public 
issues. Publishers depend on the library trade to a 
rather large degree; they risk losing money whenever 
they take a chance on a political or economic work. 
Thus leftwingers can dominate the publishing business. 

Besides the reviews of other radical, “progressive,” 
pseudo-liberal, globalist and usually anti-anti-Commu- 
nist writers, the Library Journal at this time most 
frequently publishes the contributions of the following 
five: Louis Barron, Librarian of the Grolier Informa- 
tion Service, New York City; H. H. Brent, Professor of 

Economics and Government, 


that the Library Journal is one 
of the leaders in the mass cam- 
paign to form American opin- 
ion in accordance with the left- 
wing precept. 

Strange as it may seem, the 
Library Journal is a_ private 
enterprise. It is issued by the 
R. R. Bowker Company, New 
York City, which also publishes 
the American book trade jour- 
nal known as Publisher’s Week- 
ly. While the latter is in its 
166th year, the Library Journal 
has appeared for 78 years. The 
42-year-old Daniel Melcher, who 
lives in the wealthy, but by no 
means conservative community 
of Montclair, N. J., in the resi- 
dential, suburban area of New 
York City, is editor of Pub- 
lisher’s Weekly and publisher 


Elmira College, Elmira, N. Y.; 
Dr. James Heslin, Economics 
Division, New York Public Li- 
brary; Dr. Felix Hirsch, Li- 
brarian and Professor of His- 
tory, Bard College, Annandale- 
on-Hudson, N. Y., and Donald 
Wasson, Assistant Librarian, 
Council on Foreign Relations, 
Inc., New York City. (The 
CFR, lavishly subsidized by the 
Rockefeller Foundation and the 
Carnegie Corporation, has con- 
sistently championed the catas- 
trophic foreign policy of the 
New and Fair Deal administra- 
tions.) 

Outspokenly Communist 
books, such as William Z. Fos- 
ter, The Negro People in Amer- 
ican History or Joseph R. Sta- 
robin, Eyewitness in Indo- 


of the Library Journal. 
The ALA Bulletin, official 


Dr. Felix Wittmer, Educator, Author and Journalist 
Points to Influences in Librarian’s Book Selections. 


15 


China, are not reviewed; but 
Communist-slanted leftwing 
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books are “highly recommended.” If conservative books 
are recommended at all it is for the dubious reason that 
libraries might as well acquire a few for the purpose 
of presenting “the other side” in public debates. 

In order to illustrate the slanted policy of the 
Library Journal, this author herewith presents an out- 
line survey of three dozen reviews, which have appeared 
during the last year and a half in that publication. 
Characteristically, three-fourths of these reviews con- 
cern leftwing books; one-fourth deal with conservative 
works, The comparative number of conservative books 
is in fact small, because publishers do not dare to pub- 
lish them, but even of those, many are not reviewed 
(because of the iron curtain inside America.) 

Leftwing Books and the Library Journal’s com- 
mendation of each in quotes. 

February 1, 1953. Vladimir Dedijer, Tito. Author, 
a close friend of the Yugoslav dictator, is editor of 
Borba, official Titoist paper. “Recommended.” 

February 15, 1953. Norman Cousins, Who Speaks 
for Man? By the World Federalist leader and editor 
of the Saturday Review, “Mr, Cousins makes a power- 
ful plea for world federation Recommended for 
all libraries.” 

February 15, 1953. Emil Lengyel, World Without 
End—The Middle Fast. Author, a professor at the 
New York University School of Education, has been 
one of our most consistent sponsors of Communist 
fronts. “Recommended for colleges and public librar- 
ies,” 

Mareh 1, 1953. Bruce Bliven, Preview for Tomor- 
row: the Unfinished Business of Science. By the vet- 
eran Communist fronter and quondam editor of The 
New Republic. “. . . recommended for public and uni- 
versity libraries, large and small.” 

March 15, 1958. Morris V. Roosenbloom, Peace 
Through Strength; Bernard Baruch and a Blueprint 
for Security. (Foreword by Eleanor Roosevelt; after- 
word by Charles 8. Wilson.) “Recommended.” 

March 15, 1953. Ernest O. Melby and Morton Puner, 
editors, Freedom and Public Education. <A one-sided 
attack on grassroots patriots and “self-appointed vigi- 
lantes.” “Recommended for all public and educational 
libraries.” 

May 1, 1953. Lyman Bryson and Others, Freedom 
and Authority in Our Time. <A typically anti-anti- 
Communist book, “ ... consistently excellent .. .” 

June 1, 1953. Sidney Hook, Heresy, Yes—Conspi- 
racy, No. By the former Communist, now pro-Socialist 
professor of New York City College. “Recommended.” 

July, 1953. Isaac Deutscher, Russia: What Nert? 
By the Polish ex-Communist who is still so danger- 
ously leftist that he regards Malenkov as a genuine 
exponent of a peace faction. “Recommended for pub- 
lic and educational libraries.” 

October 1, 1953. Agnes E. Meyer, Out of These 
Roots. By the wife of the editor of the Washington 
Post-Times Herald. “Highly recommended.” 

November 1, 1953. George Seldes, Tell the Truth 
and Run, By the veteran pro-Communist. “.. . editor 
of the decidedly independent weekly In Fact .. . few 
will dispute his integrity .. . recommended for all col- 
lections.” 

November 15, 1953. James Wechsler, Age of Sus- 
picion. By the former Communist, now editor of the 
leftwing New York Post. “. . . one of the most able, 
active and vocal opponents of Communism.” 

December 1, 1953. Harold Taylor, On Education 
and Freedom, By the President of Sarah Lawrence 
College, defender of pro-Communist professors, “. . . 
outstanding contribution .. . highly recommended . . .” 

December 15, 1953. Maurice Hindus, Crisis in the 
Kremlin. The ancient bard of Marxian progress here 
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Investigating Subversives. His Books are Among Those 
Favorably Reviewed by Library Service. 


accuses Stalin not of Marxism, but of “blunders.” Re- 
view by Wasson is favorable. 

December 15, 1953. William Howard Melish, 
Strength for Struggle. By notorious Communist front- 
er. A very friendly review. 

February 15, 1954. Elmer Davis, But We Were Born 
Free. An intemperate and slapdash work by the 
ancient New Deal commentator. “. . . sanity, clarity, 
wit courage .. .” 

March 1, 1954. Jonathan B. Bingham, Shirt-Nleere 
Diplomacy: Point Four in Action, A plea for more 
global handouts. “Highly recommended for public 
and college libraries.” 

March 1, 1954. Isaac Deutsher, The Prophet Un- 
armed, Trotsky 1879-1921, Full of enthusiasm for the 
old revolutionary. “... will keep the reader enthralled 

. . Recommended for all public and educational li- 
braries. . .” 

April 15, 1954. Albert Guerard, Bottle in the Sea. 
By the old champion of one-world schemes, Highly 
favorable review. 

May 15, 1954. Eleanor Roosevelt and Lorena Hickok, 
Ladies of Courage. “It ought somehow to reach every 
woman in the country.” 

June 1, 1954. Claude G. Bowers, My Mission to 
Spain. <A biased account by an ambassador who was 
as little aware of the Communist threat as Roosevelt 
himself. “A work of considerable charm . recom- 
mended for purchase by all libraries.” 

June 1, 1954. William L. Shirer, Stranger Come 
Home. A fictitious indictment of Congressional in- 
vestigations by an avowed sponsor of Communist 
fronts. “Author, subje:t and dramatic presentation 
merit wide reading.” 

June 15, 1954. Robert St. John, Through Malan’s 
Africa. By the old Communist fronter. Presents 
“racist” view which suits global policy of Politburo. 
“Highly recommended for general reader.” 

September 1, 1954. Trygve Lie, In the Cause of 
Peace. By the former Secretary General of the UN, 
who has a long record of cooperation with Communists. 
“Highly recommended for all libraries.” 

September 1, 1954. Ferdinand Lundberg, The Trea- 
son of the People. By the old “anti-capitalist” who 
still can’t see the wisdom of limited government. “Any- 
one interested in what’s wrong (and what’s right) 


(See Liprary Service, Page 32) 
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was the first woman permitted to practice in the 
United States Supreme Court, and the first and 
only woman nominated by a political party as a can- 
didate for the presidency of the United States, 

She was first nominated for the presidency on Au- 
gust 23, 1884, at the San Francisco Convention of the 
Equal Rights Party of the Pacific Slope with Marietta 
L. Stow, editor of the Woman’s Herald of Industry, as 
the vice presidential candidate. Four years later, in 
1888, at the Des Moines convention of the same party 
Mrs. Lockwood was again nominated for the presiden- 
cy; and her vice presidential running mate was Alfred 
Love of the Universal Peace Union. 

Both of her campaigns for the presidency were sup- 
ported by men and women. In the first campaign, in 
competition against the torchlight processions of the 
two major parties, the women were reluctant to put on 
a show. But, the young men at Rahway, N. J., gal- 
lantly came forward. They organized a Belva Lock- 
wood Club with a membership of over 100. Their 
campaign processional uniform consisted of a poke 
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an experience he had on a Baltimore & Ohio train on 
his way to Wheeling, W. Va., during the second presi- 
dential campaign of Mrs. Lockwood in 1888. 

At a station not far distant from Wheeling a large 
fierce looking man came abroad the train, dressed like 


Daniel Boone. He carried a shotgun in one hand and 
a piece of paper in the other. He announced to the 
astonished passengers that he was taking a straw vote 
on the forthcoming presidential election, As Mr. Clark 
was turning over in his mind what he would say he 
observed two Roman Catholic priests sitting a few 
seats ahead of him. He listened to hear what these 
good men would say to this ugly grim determined 
character armed with a shotgun. When he asked the 
priests: “For Cleveland, or Harrison?” they replied 
“Lockwood.” That was a cue for Mr. Clark. So, when 
he was asked his choice he also replied: “Mrs, Lock- 
wood.” 

One might now ask: How did Mrs. Lockwood be- 
come nominated as a presidential candidate and a 
champion for women’s rights? 

As a young woman of 18 she was inspired after 
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By GEORGE W. GRUPP 


bonnet, a Mother Hubbard dress and striped stockings. 
Most of them carried a Japanese parasol, but a few 
carried silk banners bearing embroidered mottoes, 
such as “Belva & Reform” and “No Night Keys,” etc. 
Others carried bristol-board signs. The captain of 
this marching company wore a fur-lined dolman. 

In her first campaign Mrs. Lockwood received more 
votes than any one expected. From her petition to 
Congress we can glean the number of votes she re- 
ceived in 1884: 

“For President, Belva A. Lockwood; for Vice 
President, Marietta L. Stow, did receive the suf- 
frage and support of citizens as follows: New 
Hampshire 379 votes; New York 1,336 votes ; Mich- 
igan 374 votes; Illinois 1,008 votes; Maryland 318 
votes ; California 734 votes; and the entire electoral 
vote of Indiana. 

“Your petitioner further states that during the 
recent session of the electoral college of the State 
of Indiana at the capital thereof, that after it had 
cast its vote for Cleveland it changed its mind, 
as it had an undisputed legal right to do, and cast 
its united vote for your petitioner. Your peti- 
tioner, therefore, demands that the vote of Indiana 
be counted for her in compliance with the ex- 
pressed wish of the electors of said State.” 


It is also reported that the National Equal Rights 
Party received not only one-half of the electoral votes 
of Oregon, but also a large number of the Pennsyl- 
vania votes; but these votes were thrown out by the 
tally clerks and not counted. 

In her second presidential campaign, in 1888, Mrs. 
Lockwood received a larger number of popular votes 
than in 1884, because of the increasing trend toward 
women’s rights in this country. 

Allen Culling Clark, an old-time Washingtonian, 
who knew Mrs. Lockwood, tells this amusing story of 


reading the newspaper accounts of the first women’s 
rights meeting held at Seneca Falls, N. Y., on July 19 
and 20, 1848, in the home of Elizabeth Cady Stanton, 
(daughter of Judge Daniel Cady of New York City), 
under the leadership of Lucretia Mott, with the sup- 
port of Lucy Stone and Susan B. Anthony. 

At the age of 24, when she became a widow, (her 
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husband Uriah H. MeNall came to an untimely death 
due to an accident at a saw mill adjoining her father’s 
farm in Niagara County, N. Y.), she decided to sup- 
port herself and her young daughter with a teaching 
job, in spite of the pleas of her father, Lewis Johnson 
Bennett, and her father-in-law, Mr. McNall, that they 
would take care of her. 

When she applied to the local school board of Royal- 
ton School they offered her a position of teacher with 
a salary of only $8.00 per month. This aroused her 
curiosity. She inquired how much men received for 
performing the same work. Upon being told that they 
received $15.00 to $20.00 a month, she became angry. 
She told the board it was unfair to women; and she 
refused to accept the job. 

She went home and talked over her problem with 
her father and father-in-law. She thought she should 
seek a better education, They agreed it would be help- 
ful. So she enrolled at the Genesee Wesleyan Seminary 
at Lima, Livingston County, N. Y., where she gradu- 
ated in 1857. 


[EMEDIATELY after graduation Mrs. MeNall ac- 

cepted a position as Preceptress of the Lockport 
Union School of Lockport, N. Y. In Lockport, in ad- 
dition to her duties at the school, she took an active 
part in all local meetings for women’s rights. It was 
at one of these meetings that she first met Susan B. 
Anthony. 

Upon the cessation of hostilities between the States 
she went to Washington, I). C., with the idea of secur- 
ing a teaching position, After examining the daily 
newspapers’ want-ad columns, she was fortunate in 
finding this advertisement : “Wanted—Assistant—Miss 
M. J. Harrover’s Young Ladies Seminary, 13 Street 
West, between G and H.” She promptly applied for 
the position and got it. 

Not long afterward she opened a school of her own 
for young ladies in Washington. This school was lo- 
cated in rooms of the Union League Hall, adjoining 
her place of residence. And a few months later, on 
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March 11, 1868, she married her dentist—Dr. Ezekiel 
Lockwood. 

It was not until July, 1869, that she organized the 
first meeting of the Equal Rights Association of Wash- 
ington, D. C. This -meeting was held in her school- 
room on the third floor of Union League Hall. Sixteen 
whites and blacks attended the meeting. At this meet- 
ing a resolution was passed which stated that the 
objective of the organization was: “The securing of 
equal rights for all Americans regardless of race, color 
or sex.” 

For the next ten years this organization met under 
the leadership of Mrs. Lockwood for the promotion of 
temperance, peace, and women’s rights. 

In 1880, Mrs. Lockwood attended the Republican 
National Convention in Chicago. She presented a suf- 
frage resolution to the platform committee—which 
promptly buried it. 

At the Republican National Convention in 1884, she 
made another attempt to get a suffrage plank written 
into the Republican platform; but again she failed. 

Not long after her return to Washington from the 
Republican National Convention Mrs. Lockwood re- 
ceived a circular from Susan B, Anthony urging women 
to support James B. Blaine. This made Mrs. Lockwood 
see red. In her anger she wrote this letter: 

“Washington, D. C., August 10, 1884 
Editor, Woman’s Herald of Industry, 
San Francisco, Calif. 

“The August number of your valuable paper is be- 
fore me. It has so much the true ring of justice and 
right in it, without fear or favor, that I am sure it 
must do good wherever it goes. 

“Why not nominate women for important places? 
Is not Victoria, Empress of India? Have not we 
among our countrywomen persons of such talent and 
ability? Is not history full of precedents of women 
rulers? 

“If women in the States are not permitted to vote, 

(See PrestpentiaL Page 32) 


Belva Ann 


ennett McNall Lockwood For President Marching Club in Costume. 


WICE since the conclusien of World War II the 
Book-of-the-Month Club has regaled its members 
with novels by Thomas Mann—Doctor Faustus in 
1948, and The Holy Sinner in 1951. Probably very few 
persons know that Mann wrote another book between 
these two—Die Enstehung des Doktor Faustus ; Roman 
cines Romans (The Creation of Doctor Faustus; Novel 
of a Novel), which was published by Bermann-Fischer 
in 1949. It is a pity that no English translation of 
this slim volume of about 200 pages is available, as 
its contents must be of interest to many who have no 
knowledge of German. Those seeking to understand why 
Thomas Mann, who became an American citizen in 
1944, left the United States several years later in order 
to visit Switzerland and has finally settled down in Red 
East Germany, will be likely to find the answer here. 

The book, of course, deals chiefly with the composi- 
tion of the Faustus novel, but it also includes accounts 
of the author’s other activities during the period in- 
volved (1942-1947). It abounds in excerpts from the 
diary Mann kept while writing the novel, many of 


In New York Mann was approached by members of 
an émigré group calling itself “Free Germany,’ who 
desired him to head their activities on behalf of a 
“democratic regime” in Germany after Hitler’s defeat. 
Mann quotes a sentence from Felix Langer’s Stepping 
Stones to Peace, “Idealists dream of Thomas Mann as 
the president of the second German Republic, a post 
which he himself would probably most decidedly re- 
fuse.” Mann goes on to say, “He was right. The 
thought of one day returning to an estranged Germany, 
of whose condition after the war I had a rough idea, 
and of ... playing a political role there, was complete- 
ly alien to me.” A few pages further on he indicates 
his “rough idea.” The masses will be revolutionized 
and proletarianized, they will be entirely without faith. 
“The proclamation of a national bolshevism and union 
with Russia are by no means impossibilities, This 
country (Germany) can never become a decent liberal- 
democratic republic . . .” 

Mann expresses full agreement with his daughter 
Erika, who in the Aufbau, an émigré weekly published 
in New York, was agitating against 
the views held by members of 
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“Democratic Germany,” a group 
desiring a free and independent 
Germany after the war, without ma- 
jor territorial losses, and “wittingly 
or unwittingly making common 
front with a sinister pro-German- 
ism, which was alive everywhere 
and which it would be better to des- 
ignate as pro-Fascism. A symptom 
of this was a letter I received about 
this time from a professor of liter- 


ature in the State of Ohio, who 


which reflect his reactions to the political and military 
happenings of those years. Numerous passages report 
the state of his health, his travels, and his contacts 
with other German émigrés in Southern California. 
It is with some of these peripheral matters, rather 
than with the Faustus novel, that the present article 
is concerned. 

In November, 1942, Mann went on a lecture tour 
which took him to the Atlantic coast. In Washington, 
where he delivered a lecture at the Library of Con- 
gress, he met Maxim Litvinov, the Russian Ambassa- 
dor, at a luncheon given by Eugene Meyer of the Wash- 
ington Post, and he took advantage of this opportunity 
to tell the Russian how greatly he admired his political 
attitude and activities prior to the war, his speeches 
in the League of Nations, and his insistence on the 
indivisibility of the peace. Litvinov had been the only 
one who had dared to utter the “truth.” 

Despite the heavy bombardment of German cities 
and the Allied successes in Italy during the spring 
and summer of 1942, Mann worried very little about 
the American home front, which was being weakened 
by a strike wave. One diary entry reads, “Discussed 
with friends the poor relations with Russia, the dis- 
union, the suspicions, nourished by the continued ab- 
sence of a real second front, the recall of Litvinov and 
Maisky. The impression prevails that it’s hardly any 
longer a question of this war, but rather of prepara- 
tion for the next one.” 

In the fall of 1943, Mann undertook another lecture 
tour. In Boston so many people came to hear him 
that hundreds had to be turned away. Mann asks 
himself, “What induces these throngs to gather here? 
Am I Caruso? What do they expect? And is even 
a very slight part of their expectations fulfilled? He 
adds coyly, “It would seem so.” 


heaped reproaches upon me because 

of my war guilt, ‘Even the silliest 

stuff, 1 wrote (at the time), ‘is bad for the heart’.” 
Shortly after his return to California, on June 6, 
Mann received an early morning telephone call from 
Agnes Meyer (Mrs. Eugene Meyer) in Washington, 
who extended her congratulations on the occasion of 
his 69th birthday, informing him at the same time that 
the Normandy invasion had begun. She was in pos- 
session of direct and satisfactory news from the War 
Department. “The emotional reaction was great, and 


Thomas Mann Spent World War II Days in USA, Departs 
for Switzerland to Take Up Residence. With Him, are 


Wife, and Daughter Ericka, (Right). 
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looking back at the adventure of these 11 years (Mann 
is referring to his departure from Germany in 1933), 
1 couldn’t help seeing a special providence, one of the 
‘happy agreements’ of my life, in the circumstance 
that the longed for event, which had hardly seemed 
possible, fell on this day, my day.” 


N June 23, 1944, the Manns betook themselves to 

the Federal Building in Los Angeles, where they 
became United States citizens. “I like to recall,” 
Mann writes, “. .. that it was still under Roosevelt, 
in his America, that I became (a citizen).” 

Fresh out of the citizenship oven, Mann took an 
active part in the campaign to return Roosevelt to 
the White House for a fourth term. He found time to 
prepare and deliver a speech for Roosevelt at a rally 
held by the local party organization. Vaudeville acts 
were sandwiched between the various addresses. 
Mann’s share of the program was preceded by a young 
female ventriloquist, who carried on such a droll con- 
versation with the dummy on her lap that the Olympian 
was still laughing heartily as he ascended the platform 
to speak. Those were happy days for Dr. Mann! 

But soon gloom again descended upon him, although 
Germany's defeat seemed certain. “Here at home 
there was hatred of the Jews, the Russians, the Eng- 
lish, but not of the Germans, against whom one was 
forced to wage war That statesman, however, 
lord of the White House for the fourth time, the aristo- 
cratic friend of the people, the equal of the European 
dictators in the skillful manipulation of the masses, 
but their born opponent, the great politician of the 
good, whom the popular war against Japan had pro- 
vided with the means to defeat the Fascism saved by 
‘Munich’ in 1938—that man was marked by death.” 

Although aware of the ill health of the President, 
the Manns were stunned by the news of his decease. 
“An epoch ends. The America to which we came 
ceases to exist.” 


N ANN took part in the memorial service held in 

the Municipal Building of Santa Monica, at which 
the main address was delivered by a rabbi. “My own 
eulogy followed. We could not stay to hear the ad- 
dress of the bishop, as the English and German text 
of my speech had to be taken to the telegraph office 
at once.” By Dr. Mann himself, of course. 

Toward the end of May, 1945, Mann again left his 
home in Palisades Park to travel to the east coast. 
At the Library of Congress he delivered his lecture, 
Germany and the Germans, to the preparation of which 
he had devoted four weeks. At the reception after 
the lecture he met the journalist Walter Lippmann, 
who told him that he had been much impressed by 
Mann’s rejection of a “good” Germany and an “evil” 
Germany ard by his declaration that the evil was one 
with the good, and that the good had gone astray and 
was on the down grade. 

During this Washington visit the Manns and their 
hosts, the Eugene Meyers, were dinner guests of the 
columnist Drew Pearson. Sumner Welles also was 
present. On a subsequent day Mann lunched with 
Elmer Davis and his assistant in the Social Security 
Building. On both occasions the German problem was 
discussed. Surely no one can argue that Thomas Mann 
did not do his bit during these busy days to agitate 
for a tough peace for Germany. 

Toward the end of 1945, Mann spoke at a dinner 
of the leftwing Independent Citizen Committee, at- 
tended, among others, by Professors Shapley and 
Dykstra, Congresswoman Helen Douglas-Gahagan and 
the Communist fronter, Colonel Carlsson. Mann be- 
stowed high praise on the address by the pro-Red 
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Colonel, “who with impressive courage lashed out at 
the misuse of our troops in China, where their pres- 
ence was the more unjustifiable, as the only part of 
the country with any law and order was the one 
under Communist control.” 

In September, 1946, Mann was perturbed by the 
Wallace-Byrnes conflict and by the forced resignation 
of the Secretary of Commerce, Wallace, after his 
foreign policy speech in Madison Square Garden. He 
comments: “ ‘Praised by the Reds’ was his (Wallace’s) 
stigma, and it wasn’t long before the man from Iowa 
would be invited, more or less rhetorically, to register 
as a foreign agent. On the evening the radio announced 
his dismissal, we sent him a telegram expressing our 
sympathy.” In the same paragraph he mentions with 
alarm Churchill’s Pan-Europe speech in Zurich, which 
backed French-German cooperation under American 
and Russian sponsorship. “Powerful interests were 
at work,” Mann goes on to say, “to destroy Roosevelt's 
work thoroughly, to rouse to fury the regret that 
Germany had been defeated with Russia’s assistance 
rather Russia with Germany's aid, to accelerate the 
retrogression—how far? To Fascism? To war?” 


HERE are several errors in Mann’s book, which, 

although trivial in themselves, should not have oc- 
curred in the work of a superman who was able to 
hold forth with such authority on what is American 
and un-American only a short time after his naturali- 
zation. No doubt they would have been avoided if 
the ubiquitous, omniscient Erika Mann had read the 
proof sheets. The printer’s devil may well be respon- 
sible for ““Eleonor” instead of Eleanor (Roosevelt) and 
for (Helen) “Gahagen” instead of Gahagan, perhaps 
also for “sing birds” instead of songbirds. In one 
passage Mann tells of an evening with the Artur 
Rubinsteins and the Igor Stravinskys at his home. 
When the guests departed, Mann said to the pianist, 
“Dear, Mr. Rubinstein, how greatly I esteem the honor 
of having had you with us.” The pianist langhed 
heartily and replied, “You did? Now that will be ene 
of my fun-stories!”’ 

Geographers will be interested in the news that 
Lake Mohonk in Ulster County, New York, a resort 
area where the Manns at one time spent a short vaca- 
tion, lies in a region forming a spur of the Rocky 
Mountains. 

Creative artists rarely place a moderate estimate om 
their own merits, but most of them do observe a modest 
demeanor. Such modestry is always becoming, whether 
real or assumed. Thomas Mann himself no doubt 
abhors the artist who goes about forever declaring 
his genius in the Wilde or Whistler manner. In Die 
Entstehung des Doktor Faustus, however, he is not 
above repeating the fulsome flattery spattered upom 
him and his works. 


ANN frequently met the pro-Soviet movie actor 

Charlie Chaplin during these years, and once 
“this same gifted clown” questioned him about the 
nearly completed Doktor Faustus and listened with 
rapt attention to the author’s account. “That’s fas- 
cinating!” Chaplin exclaimed, “That may happen to 
be your greatest book!” And Erika Mann, his eldest 
daughter, to whom he had sent ten chapters of the 
manuscript, wired him from New York on the first 
day of 1947, “Read all night. Shall go into new year 
with reddened eyes, but happy heart. Wondering only 


how on earth you do it. Thanks, congratulations, ete.” 

Helen Lowe-Porter, who translated the novel into 
English, wrote him. “I strongly feel that in this book 
you will have given your utmost to the German people.” 


(See A Stupy Mecatomanta, Page 32) 


GIVE ME LIBERTY 


By ELLSWORTH GREEN, JR. 


Jxecutive Manager, Kansas City, Kansas, 
Chamber of Commerce 


HY IS A double standard often employed in 

dealing with Communism? In all too many 

cases, the teacher who would waste little time 
with the crank in his class who voices distorted views 
on every other subject, takes quite a different stand if 
the distortion runs toward Communism, The instruc- 
tor seems to feel that he must be “broadminded” and 
make every concession, no matter how much it out- 
rages his judgment and sense of fair play. 

There is, of course, no objection to having courses 
on Communism in which both sides are discussed ob- 
jectively, with a fair opportunity being given openly 
to protest against our economic system of democracy. 
Unfortunately, however, a teacher who may otherwise 
be loyal to American concepts (even though he may 
not be receiving what he looks upon as his fair share 
of our economic product), may make unwarranted con- 
cessions to the Communist-instructed student, who at- 
tacks true Americanism. 

Our teachers need not be unscientific. If they will 
apply to Communism the objectivity which obtains in 
other fields, there will be no problem. If the presenta- 
tion of the Communist position were made openly, by 
an admitted Communist, there would be less room to 
object. In such a case, an equally competent speaker 
could be secured to present the other side of the case. 
In this way, the politically naive “captive audience” 
of a classroom would not be subjected to subversive 
propaganda masked with the guise of respectability 
and academic freedom of thought. 

No respectable school or teacher would permit the 
telling of continuous lies about Jews, Negroes, or 
Catholics, The rigid application of these same stand- 
ards would eliminate these problems, because no com- 
petent university would bring in quack lecturers on 
any subject. 

Even worse is the professor who is a secret Red or 
a fellow-traveler. In most cases, such persons should 
be excluded on the grounds that they are unscientific, 
that they bring false propaganda into their classes, 
and that they hurt the reputation of the college. The 
test of competent, scientific teaching would automati- 
cally exclude any instructor who is peddliag deception 
and untruths to his politically immature students. In 
my own experience I have seen student riots started 
in India, Indonesia, Batavia, and the Malayan Straits 
by Communist teachers cloaking their Mr. Hyde per- 
sonalities in the respectability of the Dr. Jekyll na- 
tionalistic language. I saw the flames of the French 
Indo-China revolution kindled in just this way. The 
great tragedy is that the native rebels, even though 
they may win, will have obtained neither the freedom 
nor the self-government which they so desperately 
seek. They will merely have substituted a reasonably 
benevolent ruler for a cold, tyrannical dictator who 
will impose harsh measures heretofore undreamed of 
by the average Annamite, Cambodian, or other natives 
of the Union of French Indo-China. 


The most frequent excuse which is given for permit- 
ting Communist-sympathizing students to disseminate 
their traitorous poison to unsuspecting students is 
that given for harboring Communist teachers, The 
objection to such practices is applicable to student and 
teacher alike. All loyal Americans strongly favor 
freedom of thought and expression. This is, however, 
precisely the objection to the Communist. He is not 
free to think. He has given up freedom to think and 
become a slave to predetermined policy. The very tra- 
ditions of academic freedom which we uphold should 
cause the exclusion of Communists. 

For months, a student in one of my classes con- 
sistently and violently disagreed with any one and 
every one who had a word of praise for anything 
American. From almost the first, I recognized the 
sources of his quotations. Finally, it became so obvi- 
ous to even the most gullible of our students that he 
was goaded into quoting his “authoritative” sources 
in refutation of statements from some of our oldest 
and best-known publications. His “facts” were from 
such places as the USSR Information Bulletin, Russia 
Today, The New Republic, and In Fact, He might well 
have added that his methods of attack were all care- 
fully outlined in the Daily Worker. 

The meat buyers’ strike is a good illustration of Red 
tactics, Several years ago, the Daily Worker instructed 
all faithful followers of the party line to organize these 
strike activities in order to confuse and divide certain 
groups of our economy. Admittedly, meat costs were 
excessive, but why? Our own Government’s inflation- 
ary policies resulted in high prices. This, in turn, 
encouraged “fringe operators.” Doctors, lawyers, 
merchants, all got into the business with a resultant 
glut of the market. Longtime cattlemen lost the sav- 
ings of a lifetime when the inevitable day of reckoning 
came. This, of course, was the objective of the Daily 
Worker. For months, this alleged newspaper in its 
buildup, pictured cattlemen as fat, self-satisfied pluto- 
crats with huge cigars protruding from their mouths, 
and dollar bills sticking out of every pocket. It is true 
that, like many others—especially workers—the cattle 
raisers enjoyed prosperity for a number of years. How- 
ever, all the ranchers I know always have to borrow 


Patrick Henry Who Popularized “Give Me Liberty .. .” 
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heavily every year. As for the obesity, most of the 
cattlemen with whom I am acquainted spend too much 
time in the saddle to allow their stomachs to go to 
pot. The Daily Worker notwithstanding, most cattle- 
men are industrious, decent men who believe that while 
God may provide food for the birds in their nests, He 
doesn’t put it in their mouths. 

In his inaugural address as President of the Uni- 
versity of North Carolina, Gordon Gray stated: “The 
closed mind will not yield, and the Communist mind 
is a closed mind. For the reason that this insidious 
influence does not often manifest itself, the counter- 
acting pressures cannot come into play. The healthful 
rays of sunlight have little effect upon the underside 
of an anchored rock.” Going on to assert that fre- 
quently academic freedom had been used as a “cloak 
to give a sort of immunity to Communists and their 
side-car passengers,” President Gray said: “I cannot 
believe that firmness toward Communists, prudently 
excercised, violates the principle of unfettered research 
and the pursuit of truth. I cannot believe that any 
university must reach into the ranks of those who are 
disloyal to American principles to develop a dedicated, 
independent faculty. We shall not provide asylums 
for those who would extinguish the lights of liberty.” 


ME: GRAY’S militant position is certainly to be 
a 
applauded by all freedom-loving Americans. Un- 
fortunately, however, the records do not seem to justi- 
fy his optimistic outlook. Occasionally some educator 
has the fortitude to defy the dictates of the closely- 
controlled teachers’ associations. When this occurs, 
what happens? Not just the known Communists, but 
the misled dupes and fellow-travelers who think they 
are enlightened “liberals” immediately start a cam- 
paign of terrorism. While the majority of loyal Amer- 
icans yawn and look the other way, the pseudo-liberals 
accuse the modern Paul Revere of “thought control,” 
starting a “wave of terror,” and “restricting civil 
rights.” The Communist Party manual is full of pet 
phrases, such as “enforced orthodoxy,” “guilt by as- 
sociation,” and “punishment for thinking.” 

Typical of one type of Red propaganda is an open- 
ing statement that the writer wants no truck with the 
Communists. Next is the inevitable modifying “but.” 
Then there follows an attack on all measures for com- 
batting Communism. The technique is “smear by as- 
sociation.” Some over-zealous anti-Communist is 
shown to be in error; then all who dare to raise their 
voices against the Reds are placed in the same “vi- 
cious” category. 

A few years ago, the officials of little Baker College 
decided to discharge some admitted Communists. Nat- 
urally, the officials expected to be defended by those 
who believe in our way of life. Instead, they were al- 
lowed to be so castigated by self-styled “liberals” that 
their college enrollment dropped appreciably. Is this 
the way to reward patriotism? 


VERY right-thinking American favors full freedom 

of speech, publication, assembly and political ac- 
tion. Is it, however, good sense to permit these free- 
doms to be abused in order to commit crime, to injure 
the rights of others, and to promote propaganda which 
would destroy these freedoms? Freedom of speech is 
an essential basis for our other freedoms, But freedom 


of speech does not imply the right to dictate to a 
captive audience. 

The party-liners and their cohorts profess an undy- 
ing passion for freedom of speech, despite the horrible 
experiences of those who have tried it in Communist- 
dominated countries. 


However, these professed “free- 


Three Easy Stages. 


speechers” refuse to accord the same privilege to those 
who would speak out in opposition to their ideology. 
Once, as speaker, at the Illinois AMVETS convention 
banquet, I had as my subject, “Our Trojan Horse— 
Communism.” For the first 30 minutes, I could not 
be heard by most of the more than 400 persons present, 
because of the heckling from a handful of “Commie- 
buts” at a table in a far corner of the room. Finally, 
one of the hecklers stood up as he gave his bronx 
cheer. I immediately said: “I’m glad one of you had 
the courage to stand and be counted. If you'll come 
to the microphone, [’ll share what is left of my time 
with you and we will let the audience decide who is 
the true American.” That ended my trouble. 

Loyalty oaths for teachers are currently under fire. 
Personally, I have been proud to sign such a state- 
ment. I realize that true Communists aren’t bothered 
by a loyalty oath because they are taught to lie. Even 
so, the oath could be effective in screening out at least 
some Communists if there were prompt prosecutions 
for perjury. 

Another approach to the problem might be a forth- 
right stand ‘on the academic competence of professors 
who are Communists or sympathizers. In most cases, 
such impostors could be excluded on the ground that 
they smuggle Red propaganda into their classes. 

However, let us not place all of the blame on our 
educators. Let us recognize the fact that for years 
we have underpaid the teachers who are producing 
the most important driving force in this great land 
of ours—tomorrow’s leaders. Shall we admit that we 
have not paid enough attention to our schools and 
their teachers? That we have done little, if anything, 
to re-earn freedom in this generation? 

Of course, Communism is un-American in that it is 
opposed to the basic concepts of individual freedom. 
But, have too many 100 per cent Americans been 10 
per cent citizens? Could it be that we have degener- 
ated from the immortal Patrick Henry’s philosophy of 
“Give me liberty or give me death” to the mundane 
attitude of just “Gimme?” (Copyright 1954, by Ells- 
worth Green, Jr.) 
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THE ENEMY WITHIN OUR GATES 
(Continued from Page 10) 


the same Board, because the [WO has finally been 
ordered to dissolve by a New York court, and there is 
now no person capable of responding to the registra- 
tion. [WO was set up as an alleged fraternal insur- 
ance organization, but has been operated as a Com- 
munist front and as a source of funds for Communist 
propaganda and activity. Through it the party’s (alien 
born) Nationals groups were given force. 

How one undercover Government operative labeled 
a second undercover Government man a Communist, 
resulting in a series of complications for the latter, 
was revealed at the hearing on the registration of the 
Civil Rights Congress. 

The story was told by R. J. Hardin, of Large, Pa., 
who was named as a Communist and party organizer 
in Pennsylvania by Matthew Cvetic, also a counter- 
spy in the party, when the latter testified before the 
House Committee on Un-American Activities in 1950. 
Both men were informers for the FBI, one without the 
knowledge of the other. 

Subsequently, Hardin’s fellow mine workers in 
Pennsylvania, told him they would no longer work 
with him, the mine company fired him, his home was 
stoned and he was ordered out of his house by the 
landlord. 

His appearance before the Control committee was 
the first time his role as an undercover agent for the 
Government had been made public. He said as far 
as he knew his name was still carried on Communist 
Party rolls. 


Another Former New Deal Red Joins 
Role In Mysterious Deaths 


The name of William Remington, former $10,000 
Government economist sentenced to prison for perjury 
in denying he was ever linked to Soviet espionage, has 
been added to a growing list of Reds whose lives came 
to a tragic end under mysterious circumstances. 

Remington was beaten to death in the Federal Peni- 
tentiary at Lewisburg, Pa., where he was serving a 
three-year term. Three fellow prisoners—Robert Carl 
Parker, also of Washington, D. C., where Remington 
had worked, Lewis Cagle of Chattanooga, Tenn., and 
George Junior McCoy, of Grundy, Va., were charged 
with the slaying. 

The former Commerce Department official was found 
with his head battered by a brick in a sock. The real 
motive for the slaying has not yet been thoroughly 
established although there has been speculation that 
it involved hatred toward those linked with the Com- 
munist movement. Another theory advanced is that 
the fatal beating of Remington may have been a flare- 
up over the release of Alger Hiss from the same peni- 
tentiary about the time of the incident. Hiss got out 
when his five-year term was cut to three years and 
eight months for good behavior. Hiss, a Harvard 
graduate and the former State Department employee, 
was also sentenced for perjury growing out of his 
denials of certain charges relative to his part in the 
Communist plot. 

Remington once admitted turning certain informa- 
tion over to the Reds in order, according to his version, 
that he could “be a big shot.” He said he was a 
“philosophical Communist.” He was sentenced on 
two counts of perjury—one involving his denial that 
he gave classified information to a Red courier for a 
spy ring and the other involving his denial that he 


NEW DEAL RED SPYRINGERS IN MYSTERIOUS DEATHS 
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Final Windup of Pro-McCarthy Petition Drive, New York 
City Madison Square Garden, with 22,000 Present. 


knew about a Young Communist League branch at 
Dartmouth College when he was a student there. 

Stephen Dugan, former New Deal State Department 
employee, also accused as a member of the Red cell, 
and Harold Ware, former Communist and original 
Communist cell organizer in the New Deal Department 
of Agriculture, both met mysterious deaths, one jumped 
or was shoved to his death through an outside window 
of a New York skyscraper, while the latter, met death 
in a mysterious auto accident while enroute to meet 
his mother, Ella Bloor, Communist Party official, then 
living at April Farms, Pa. 

H. D. White, organizer of the International Monetary 
System and New Deal Treasury official, met death from 
an overdose of medicine. He was charged with mem- 
bership in the Russian spy ring operating within our 
Government and another was found dead at the bot- 
tom of the winding stairway in a Federal building 
in Washington. 

At Dartmouth Remington was rated as a brilliant 
student, graduating top man in his class and a Phi 
Beta Kappa. At his trial he was accused by witnesses 
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of having been a member of the Young Communist 
League at Dartmouth as well as a recruiter for the 
outfit at the college. He started his Government 
career as a messenger with TVA while in college. 
After college he joined the National Resources Plan- 
ning Board and later transferred to the Office of Price 
Administration. He was with the War Production 
Board in 1942 and got himself lined up with Navy In- 
telligence in 1944. After two years of Navy service 
he got a job with the President’s Council of Economic 
Advisers and later transferred to the Commerce De- 
partment where he handled export programs involving 
Russian satellite countries. 

Evidence against him was presented to the Senate 
Internal Security Committee in 1948 by Elizabeth 
Bentley, confessed courier for the Reds. Remington 
was convicted in 1951, but the Cireuit Court of Ap- 
peals reversed the decision. In 1953, after his divorced 
wife had turned state’s evidence and new material 
had been presented, he was retried and convicted. 


Assassinated by Secret Red Agents 


The slaying of Remington recalls mysterious deaths 
of others who have been linked with the Red cause. 
One of these was the death in Washington, D. C., of 
General Walter Krivitsky, former Soviet military in- 
telligence officer who broke with Stalin and became 
a valuable witness before a Congressional committee. 
His body was found on a bed in a Washington hotel 
with a bullet in his head, Krivitsky had previously 
predicted to friends that he feared being murdered by 
Kremlin henchmen and the death made to look like 
suicide. 

Another was the death of Louis Adamic, in a flam- 
ing farmhouse, and an investigation showed he had 
also been shot. Adamic, leftwinger and Communist 
fronter broke with his Stalin friends when Marshal 
Tito took Yugoslavia from the Soviet realm. At the 
time of his death and against mysterious warnings 
that he would never complete his work, Adamic was 
writing an anti-Soviet pro-Tito book. 

That was the case with Leon Trotsky, who with 
Lenin helped plot the Red revolution. He was ban- 
ished by Stalin in 1929 and he found refuge in 
Mexico. He was slain in his study in 1940 by a Stalin- 
ist who posed as his sister’s suitor. At the time he 
was writing a critical biography of Stalin. 

Not overlooked in speculation is the possible exist- 
ence of a Red cell in the Lewisburg Penitentiary. 
While no evidence to this effect has been disclosed it 
has recently been revealed that Communists have in- 
filtrated prison cells. One such instance is the prison 
in Nebraska where inmates have revealed that a Red 
cell engaged in the study of origins of Communism 
and that Communist books were gotten into the prison 
from the outside. Some of the inmates of the Nebraska 
prison have told authorities that Reds directed the 
imprisoned “comrades” to start prison riots. 

A Red cell in a prison can make it tough on any 
prisoner who is feared as a possible informer once he 
is released. 


World Tribunal Overrules USA 
Regarding Own Employees 


American citizens now have a classic example of 
how the Nation has lost rights to deal with its own 
people as the result of our involvement in the United 
Nations. 

It will be recalled that 11 former American em- 
ployees of the United Nations were discharged because 
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The Late William Remington, Beaten to Death in Prison, 
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of alleged Communist links. They started action with 
the UN tribunal (Communist) for wage indemnities 
amounting to $179,400 which the World (UN) Court 
has finally upheld. The United States objected to 
both the authority of the World tribunal, and the 
amount of the awards, but later withdrew its objec- 
tions out of respect to the tribunal. The Americans 
had refused to answer questions by a Senate committee 
about their possible Communist links. 

It has since been made clear that Americans work- 
ing for the United Nations lose their prime loyalty to 
the Stars and Stripes, for as an international servant 
of the UN they are prohibited to have divided loyalty, 
whose loyalty must be to the world body. This has 


been made clear with the publication of instructions 
to UN employees in the “Report on Standards of 
Service” 


Conduct in the International Civil which 
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Pennsylvania Steel Worker, Paul Ault, Pleads Fifth Amend- 
ment When Asked About Communist Party Affliations by 
McCarthy Committee. 
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LEFTIST MINISTER GUILTY OF CONTEMPT 


says “in the event of a conflict between National and 
International loyalties, the conduct of the Interna- 
tional Civil Servant must clearly reflect his obligation 
to the International organization.” 

It has been previously reported in these columns 
that our Ambassador to the UN, Henry Cabot Lodge, 
Jr., has severely criticized Dr. Luther Evans, Director 
General for UNESCO, for his refusal to dismiss eight 
of the American employees who have adverse loyalty 
records. 

We have some startling examples of personnel rep- 
resenting this country in UNESCO, Take for in- 
stance Jerome A, Oberwager who was employed as a 
film strip teacher at UNESCO, When the Senate 
Internal Security Committee sought to question him 
about possible Communist ties he hid behind the Fifth 
Amendment, Benjamin Wermiel, formerly an admin- 
istrative officer in the UNESCO planning unit in 
Paris, also refused to answer questions about Com- 
munist Party membership, but he finally resigned his 
job under fire. 

David Leff, another American employed in the Paris 
UNESCO office, was subpoenaed by a Federal grand 
jury in New York investigating subversion and he de- 
fied the summons as well as a court order that he 
show cause why he should not be cited for contempt. 
There again the international superseded our own Gov- 
ernment when a_ three-man tribunal ruled that 
UNESCO lacked authority to order Leff to testify in 
the United States. 

Many Americans who have been linked with Com- 
munistic fronts have landed well-paying berths in 
the United Nations and became immune from being 
called before American investigative bodies and Fed- 
eral grand juries. 


Some Foundations Spreading 
‘Fabian Socialism’ 


Tax free status of certain “educational” foundations 
should be curtailed, according to the opinion of several 
members of the Special House Committee on Founda- 
tions. A staff summary of the current investigation 
indicates the view that these foundations are taking 
on a “Fabian Socialist tint.” Throughout the investi- 
gation the committee has been divided strictly along 
party lines, with Representative B. Carroll Reece, of 
Tennessee, Republican, chairman, leading in the ex- 
posure of what might be termed “extra curricular” ae- 
tivities of certain tax-free foundations, and Repre- 
sentative Wayne L. Hays, of Ohio, Democrat, defend- 
ing foundations. 

In a recent address, Representative Reece pointed 
out that there are some 7,000 foundations with assets 
in excess of $10 billion and with annual incomes of 
more than $300 million. He said the committee found 
much “to indicate that the thousands of foundations 
unknown to the public are set up generally to avoid 
payment of taxes.” 

As a member of a former Congressional committee 
which undertook a probe of foundations, Representa- 
tive Reece said, “I had observed three bodies of evi- 
dence which seemed to be of great importance: The 
first, pointed to Communist or Communist sympathiz- 
er infiltration into foundations; the second, pointed to 
the broader condition, namely, foundation support of 
Fabian Socialism in America, and the third pointed 
to the financial aspect of the foundations.’ 

Public hearings were called off by Chairman Reece 
because of constant disruptive “tactics” by Repre- 
sentative Hays, who was accused by the chairman with 
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Herman Thomas, Allentown, Pa., Steelworker and FBI In- 

former Names 230 as Communists as Witness Before 
McCarthy Committee. 


“Interrupting witnesses beyond all reason, attempting 
to frighten witnesses and disorganize both their orig- 
inal presentation and orderly interrogation by others.” 

Representative Hays, who is being sued by one 
reputable witness for libel, has indicated he will file 
a minority report. 


Former Hoosier Reverend Fined For 
Defying State Investigating Body 


Reverend Willard Uphaus, former Hoosier minister, 
has been fined $500 for contempt in the Merrimack 
County, New Hampshire, superior court as the result 
of his refusal to answer questions put to him by At- 
torney General Louis C. Wyman who heads the State's 
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Super-Secret National Security Agency for Passing Secrets 
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probe of subversive activities. Reverend Uphaus lives 
in Connecticut, but was in New Hampshire during the 
summer holding conferences of the World Fellowship, 
of which he is director. A judicial jurisdictional dis- 
pute may be involved in the appeal, which has been 
indicated. 

The State’s attorney general had sought to question 
the minister relative to his “World Fellowship, Inc.” 
but the preacher refused to answer under the First 
and Fourteenth Amendments instead of the Fifth 
Amendment behind which so many unwilling witnesses 
have been hiding. 

Attorney Wyman attempted to show that Commu- 
nists or former Communists participated in meetings 
of the Uphaus organization. He cited Paul Robeson, 
the singer who frequently lauds Russia, as among those 
at the summer meetings. He also claimed Professor 
Louise Pettibone Smith, a member of the National 
Committee for Protection of Foreign Born was among 
the speakers. The latter group is on the Govern- 
ment’s subversive list. Uphaus was a director of the 
American Peace Crusade which was labeled “Commu- 
nist created.” 


500 Hollywooders in Red Activities 


The Committee on Un-American Activities of the 
California State Senate has received the names of more 
than 500 Hollywood personalities, professors, lawyers, 
teachers and ministers who frequently have attended 
various meetings of the Communist units or Red front 
organizations. 

The committee’s investigator, Ruth Drader, an x-ray 
technician of Glendale, provided the names on the 
fifth day of the State Senate Committee hearings. Miss 
Drader working for the committee for four years, at- 
tended over 100 Communist or front meetings. 

The names included that of Prof. Linus Pauling, of 
the California Institute of Technology, who recently 
received a Nobel award for his work in chemistry. 
Also named were John Howard Lawson, Dalton Trum- 
bo and Herbert Bieberman, screen writers who served 
time for contempt for defiance of the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities. 

Prof. Pauling has just been granted a passport to 
sojourn to Stockholm to receive the Nobel award al- 
though in 1952 the State Department refused him a 
passport to attend a chemical society meeting in Lon- 
don on the grounds that issuance was “not in the best 
interests of the United States.” He has been accused 
of being a Communist fronter by other witnesses and 
by Sen. McCarthy, and of being a Communist by Louis 
F. Budenz, former:Communist. He has denied the 
charges. 


Three Kentuckians on Trial, 
One Convicted for Sedition 


A surprise rebuttal witness in the Louisville, Ky., 
sedition trial branded Carl Braden, Louisville Courier- 
Journal newspaperman, a Communist. Braden had 
earlier testified on the stand that he was not now, and 
never had been a Communist. The publisher of the 
newspaper refused to turn his back on Braden until 
the jury had convicted the seditionist. 

The witness was Mrs. Alberta Ahearn, a Louisville 
seamstress, who said she had engaged in underground 
work for the FBI. Braden and his wife and four oth- 
ers were indicted for advocating sedition. He was 


RACIAL RIOT PLOT 
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Ruben J. Harden, Johnstown, Pa., Undercover Agent in 

Communist Party, Testifies Before Subversive Activities 
Control Board. 


involved in the purchase of a home for a Negro in a 
White subdivision which was later dynamited. 

The witness also named I. O. Ford, one of those 
under indictment, Mrs. Beatrice Pearson, chief statis- 
tician in the city-county health department, and a 
Chester Higgins, as fellow cell members in a Louis- 
ville Communist unit. Another witness, Mrs. Alberta 
Ahearn an FBI undercover agent, testified that she 
joined the party at the Braden home in 1951, and paid 
her dues to Braden. 

Braden admitted purchasing the home in an all- 
white neighborhood for the Negro Andrew Wade, IV. 
He and his wife were accused of trying to create racial 
trouble between Negroes and white persons to promote 
Communism among Negroes. 

One of those under indictment, Lewis Lubka, mem- 
ber of the CIO International Electrical Workers, has 
been expelled by his union. Lubka was a plant stew- 
ard. 

Police raided the Braden home and found an assort- 
ment of Communist books and writings which were 
described as seditious. 


Prior to the appearance of the surprise witness, 
Braden had sought a court ruling to have all evidence 
introduced against him thrown out of the court record. 
The court turned down the request. Braden, the first 
of the five to be tried, was found guilty on December 
13. ‘Yhe jury fixed the punishment at 15 years in 
prison and a fine of $5,000. 


(Continued on Page 28) 
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Judges in China. On Air Mission in Korea, Reds Charge 
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NATIONAL REPUBLIC 


Communists have stepped up their cold war in 
recent weeks, now using strong threats which 
could terminate in a shooting war. 

Realizing that the Western European powers 
with the United States, have finally come to 
what appears as a full agreement for a united 
defense of those countries against future attempts 
at aggression by the Communists of Eastern Eu- 
rope and of Russia, the latter country has stepped 
up the agitation of their Communist Party forces 
in France, England and Italy, hoping to prevent 
even at this late date, the consummation of the 
non-Communist success in the defensive plans. 

In France, the government has received direct 
threats from Moscow, which carry implications 
of war, in the eventuality, the Mendes-France 
government succeeds in weathering the approval 
of the French Parliament in the over-all defense 
agreement. The threat is two-edged in that it 
might topple the Mendes-France government by 
a non-confidence vote, and at the same time re- 
enthrone the Communist political forces in that 
country, as well as throwing a monkey wrench 
in the Western European defense plan. 

In Italy the strong and militant forces of Com- 
munism have been doing their bit for Moscow 
among the labor union Reds and intellectuals, 
but without much avail. In fact the government 
has taken an adverse stand and is further crack- 
ing down on the Reds, having recently greatly 
curtailed the flow of funds to the Red tills, much 
of which leaked to the Communists through gov- 
ernment frauds, trade kickbacks, and in strategic 
contraband. 

In France where the security department sev- 
eral weeks ago uncovered a widespread Commu- 
nist spy ring, infiltrations deep into the govern- 
ment, a number of whose top officials have now 
been jailed, New developments have brought Men- 
des-France into the picture. One witness con- 
fessing his part as a courier of stolen government 
security documents, swore that he had delivered 
such to the editor of the Communist daily, Liber- 
ation, in Paris, and that the Red editor had 
delivered same to Mendes-France, this prior to 
the latter’s premiership and while he was in the 
opposition ranks in the French Assembly. These 
documents were used in Mendes-France campaign 
for a dirve to surrender Northern Viet Nam to 
the Reds, and to elevate himself to the premier- 
ship according to the witness, Reno Turpin. The 
government of France upset by this move by Men- 
des-France, radical Socialist, was the Laniel 
government. 

Russia meantime has gotten busy in the Near 
East, putting new pressure on Iran, Pakistan, 
and India in particular, through the planting of 
additional spies, and in stepping up local Com- 
munist Party activities within those countries. 
India has meantime been playing with Red China 
and Moscow, yet has the pressure on it because 
it has not gone all the way over to the Red line. 


COMMUNIST MENACE ABROAD 


By PAUL R. BISH 


Red China has taken ad- 
vantage of recent internal 
strife against its control in 
Tibet to greatly increase 
the Red armed forces and to 
strengthen its defenses in 
Tibet. Iran continues to 
hang the 137 Russian spies 
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which had penetrated the government, its armed 


forces and educational institutions. Moscow is 
trying desperately to prevent a unification of de- 
fense pact among the Near Eastern countries. 

Meantime, Russia announces it has set up its 
own NATO, the unification of the armed forces, 
through a mutual defense and aid pact between 
Russia and seven Eastern European countries. 
This is of course mere propaganda, for Russia 
has been in complete control of the military, 
economic, and political forces of the seven coun- 
tries, Poland, Czechoslovakia, Rumania, Bulgaria, 
East Germany, and Hungary, the signatories to 
the so-called pact. Russia has announced that it 
will now greatly strengthen the German armed 
forces. 

In the Far East, the Red Chinese through Rus- 
sian prompting have been building up forces for 
further aggression, having as the immediate tar- 
gets Formosa, Korea, Thailand, Southern Viet 
Nam, Burma, and Malaya. 

Russia has augmented China’s air force with 
additional planes, and is itself fortifying certain 
Pacific areas in the hope of preventing our as- 
sistance to such countries China may attack. 
Russia’s planes and submarines are meantime 
probing the Pacific, no doubt as further bluffs, 
and watching any moves our fleet or planes may 
make. 

Russia stepped into the picture recently and 
boldly demanded that the United States get out 
of the Far East. We set up a Far Eastern Mutu- 
al defense organization of non-Communist coun- 
tries there some weeks ago. England has gotten 
cold feet and now states we cannot expect her 
aid in event of a further showdown with Reds 
over Korea. France, meantime, has put her foot 
down on any further aid to Viet Nam. 

Viet Nam (Southern, non-Communist) claims 
the Reds accross the line, are building up strong 
military forces. Many “refugees” are reportedly 
swarming into Southern Viet Nam and Thailand. 
these are suspected fellow-travellers, if not Red 
spies. Thailand claims some 50,000 such “refu- 
gees” have stolen into that country. 

Internal uprisings within any of the non-Com- 
munist countries would be a signal for the Red 
armed forces to march in and take over under 
the guise of threats to their new borders or for 
“liberation.” 

Russia, meantime, is catering to Tito (anti- 
Stalin Red) and to de Gaulle (France) in an 
effort to further split the non-Communist front 
against the Red forces. 
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THE ENEMY WITHIN OUR GATES 


(Continued from Page 26) 
Who Promoted Peress? 


It has been learned that the FBI and the Depart- 
ment of Justice are investigating the case of Dr. Irving 
Peress, former Army Major whose promotion and hon- 
orable discharge after he refused to sign a loyalty oath 
and after an undercover agent testified that he was a 
Communist, led to the McCarthy-Army feud. 

Reliable sources indicate that the Department is 
seeking to determine whether there are sufficient 
grounds for prosecution of Dr. Peress for making 
false statements to Government officials. Senator Wat- 
kins, (R.-Utah), who was critical of Senator Mc- 
Carthy’s handling of Generai Zwicker in seeking in- 
formation as to “who promoted Peress” issuing to him 
an honorable discharge while a report laid in the files 
of the Army indicating questionable loyalty, has an- 
nounced he will urge the Senate Internal Security 
Committee, to continue the inquiry of Peress in the 
new Congress, in an effort to determine the still puz- 
ziing promotion and honorable discharge of the indi- 
vidual. 

The ex-Army officer stated on one Government ap- 
plication that he was not, and never had been a Com- 
munist. When called before the McCarthy committee 
he invoked the Fifth Amendment. Miss Ruth Eagle, 
New York policewoman who worked in Communist 
ranks as an undercover agent, testified Peress attended 
Communist club meetings with her, and that he at- 
tended a Communist “leadership training course.” 


Nine Ousted, 27 Educators 
Under Investigation 


Nine teachers on the staffs of New York City’s four 
municipal colleges have either resigned or have been 
tired in the last nine months as the result of investiga- 
tions concerning stibversive activities, it has been re- 
vealed by Joseph B, Cavallaro, chairman of the Board 
of Higher Education in New York. The cases of 27 
others are still under investigation. New York’s Fein- 
berg Law prohibits employment in public schools or 
colleges of persons belonging to subversive organiza- 
tions.” 


Unionists Attack Clamp Down 
On Subversives 


From the ranks of labor now comes a drive against 
the firing of defense plant workers accused of Com- 
munist Party activities because they refuse to testify 
when before Congressional committees. 

Three leading defense contract companies are now 
involved in cases involving firing of workers under 
such conditions. 

The United Electrical Workers has taken one case 
to court seeking to have the action of the General 
Electric Company in firing one employee who in- 
voked the Fifth Amendment declared illegal. 

Attorneys for the leftwing union told a Federal 
Judge that the General Electric abrogated its collec- 
tive bargaining contract in firing the man. GE at- 
torneys argue that neither the contract with the union, 
nor the law compelled the company to bargain with 
the union before adopting its policy concerning em- 
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ployees who invoke the Fifth Amendment. One of 
those involved in the suit is John Nelson, president of 
the United Electric Union at Erie, He was fired after 
refusing to answer questions of members of the Senate 
Internal Security Committee relative to possible Com- 
munist affiliations. He is seeking $50,000 in damages 
from the company. 


Unionists Defy Congress Red Queries 


The leftwing union has threatened to “process to 
the limit” its grievance with the Ingersoll-Rand Com- 
pany which fired Maurice K. Slater, former UE busi- 
ness manager, because he too invoked the Fifth Amend- 
ment when called before the Senate committee. 

This is the union which was ousted from the CIO 
in 1949 when the latter was cleaning house of its 
subordinates who were Communist-dominated, 

Bethlehem Steel Company has at least four em- 
ployees under suspension under similar circumstances. 
They are John Babirak, Paul Ault, Joseph Piccueci 
and John Szabo, The Luri Engineering Company has 
suspended Alvin J. Heller, for similar reasons. The 
Lehigh Foundries, Inc., has suspended Harold Allen, 
a United Steel Workers CIO unionist, at its Easton 
plant, who was another reluctant witness. 

Meanwhile the CIO itself has come up with an at- 
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Communist Czechoslovakia, FBI Suspected Them as For- 
eign Agents. 
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tack against the Defense Department effort to tighten 
security surrounding vital defense secrets being pro- 
duced in the defense factories around the country. 
Evidence has shown that there have been many “leaks” 
which could prove costly in lives and property damage, 
that the Government is attempting to close these holes 
by insuring that only loyal Americans are assigned to 
work on jobs involving our defenses. 

Walter Reuther, CLO president, has proclaimed that 
many workers will find the Defense Department pro- 
gram “abhorrent in principle.” 

The CIO chief also leaped on the bandwagon of those 
condemning the Government drive to rid Federal pay- 
rolls of disloyal employees and those suspected of sub- 
versive connections. Apparently upholding the right 
of onetime Communist fronters to hold Federal jobs 
Reuther said, “Employees are discharged on the basis 
of long-forgotten associations.” It would hardly seem 
that one would hand a onetime bank robber the keys 
to a bank nor is it sound to entrust vital military se- 
crets to men who were gullible enough to join up with 
an outfit that was found to be undermining our form 
of Government, just because the person conveniently 
forgot about it. 


N. Y. Security Risk Law in Effect 

The New York State Security Risk law has been in- 
voked in the suspension of two employees of New York 
City’s Transit Authority, which runs the municipality’s 
subways and buses. 

The discharged men are Max Lerner, a conductor, 
and Gabriel J, Skyokov, a structure maintainer. Both 
were dropped from the transit rolls in October. A 
third employee is reported to have resigned rather 
than submit to a security interrogation. Lerner and 
Skykov refused to answer questions as to whether they 
have ever been members of the Communist Party. They 
were interrogated as a part of a security program 
launched in the city’s civil service system. 

A block of members of the leftwing International 
Fur and Leather Workers Union is seeking to get 
their union back into the CIO fold, they told the CIO 
convention recently. About 6,000 leather workers 
report that they are ready to bolt the fur workers 
union if the CIO will take them in, There is also a 
move underway to merge the fur union with the AFL 
Amalgamated Meat Cutters and Butcher Workmen 
Union. If this goes through it would block the ef- 
forts of the above group to rejoin the CIO ranks, be- 
cause of ,the no-raiding pact between the two federa- 
tions. 

The fur union has long been recognized as Commu- 
nist-dominated. 


Out Again, In Aguin, Potash 


The Federal Government apparently isn’t through 
with the 11 top Communist leaders serving prison 
terms for conspiring to advocate the violent overthrow 
of our Government. 

This indication came when Irving Potash, Commu- 
nist and CIO Furrier Union official got a “good time” 
release from the Leavenworth Penitentiary ahead of 
the expiration of his full five-year term, walked out 
of the prison right into the arms of waiting U. 8. 
Marshals who rearrested him on additional charges 
related to the original conviction. 

The entire group was convicted under the Smith 
Act in 1949 following a stormy trial in New York. 
Since that time many second string party leaders have 
also been tried and convicted in the plot. 

The action against Potash is taken to mean that 
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Moscow Trained Communist Officials of Puerto Rico, Juan 
Emmanuelli and Juan Santos Rivera Held for Conspiracy. 


a similar fate may await the others when they leave 
prison at the expiration of their terms, 

A National Labor Relations Board oath that she 
was not a member of the Communist Party has landed 
Mrs. Olga Zenchuk, 41, former CIO organizer in De- 
troit, in jail on an indictment of making false state- 
ments and thereby violating the Taft-Hartley Act, 

Mrs. Zenchuk was recently arrested in Florida on a 
new indictment, after a 1952 charge had been dropped 
because of a legal imperfection. She has been iden- 
tified by Mrs. Beroniece Baldwin before a Congression- 
al committee as being a Communist in 1952. She 
filed a non-Communist oath in 1949 when she was 
financial secretary of Local 69, CIO Packinghouse 
Workers. Her new bond has been set at $10,000 which 
she could not immediately post. 


Calls for State Drive on Reds 


Federal aid is needed by the States in tracking down 
members of the outlawed Communist Party the at- 
torney generals of the various States were told at their 
recent national meeting by George Fingold, attorney 
general for Massachusetts. 

“It is very essential to get cooperation and assist- 
ance from the Federal authorities whenever possible” 
because, he said, in States where the party is out- 
lawed, the Reds have gone underground, The legal 
departments of the various States should maintain 
State committees to keep in touch with the Depart- 
ment of Justice and Congrgessional committees, he said. 


United Press Photo 
These Top Iranian Army Officers Among 133 Iranians Re- 
cently Convicted for Espionage in Behalf of Soviet Russia. 
Passed American-Iranian Security Plans to Reds. 
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Majority Tyranny 
(Continued from Page 14) 


neither so dangerous nor important as an 
omission in the enumeration of the rights 
of the people.” 


Jefferson, on the other hand, in support 
of such a bill of rights, advocated the 
withholding of ratification by Virginia un- 
til there could be an enumeration of rights 
which would stipulate trial by jury in all 
cases, no suspension of habeas corpus, no 
standing armies, and a guarantee of free- 
dom of religion and the press, and freedom 
of commerce from monopolies. “A bill 
of rights is what the people are entitled 
to against every government on earth, gen- 
eral or particular,” he argued. Further, 
he contended, “It is jealousy and not con- 
fidence which prescribed limited constitu- 
tions to bind down those whom we are 
obliged to trust with power. In questions 
of power, then, let no more be heard of 
confidence in men, but bind him down 
to the mischief by the chains of the Con- 
stitution.” 

There was strong opposition in the States 
to the adoption of the Constitution with- 
out the bill of rights. The people feared 
that by implication and otherwise there 
would ultimately be a denial of these 
rights. It was only upon the assurance 
and promise that ratification of the origi- 
nal Constitution would be immediately fol- 
lowed by the submission in amendment 
form of the bill of rights, that it was 
finally approved as originally proposed by 
the constitutional convention and submit- 
ted by Congress to the States. So close 
was the voting in the State conventions 
that in Massachusetts, with a convention 
of 325 members, it was approved by a 
majority of only 19. In Virginia, with a 
convention of 168 delegates, it was rati- 
fied by a majority of only 10, and in 
New York with a convention of 57 dele- 
gates, it was ratified by a majority of only 
3 votes. 

And so it was that by December 15, 
1791, the first ten amendments known as 
the Bill of Rights were approved by the 
States. The ninth and tenth amendments 
are a restatement of the fundamental prin- 
ciple of American constitutional govern- 
ment, which in substance is that all powers 
not specifically delegated are retained by 
the people. 

It may generally be stated that the 
amendmeitts protect (a) rights of private 
property and (b) rights of personal liberty. 
Under the rights oy private property no 
person shall be deprived of life, liberty 
or property without due process of law, 
nor shall any private property be taken 
for public use without just compensation 
(5th amendment). 

The second class of rights may be men- 
tioned as those provisions guaranteeing 
freedom of religion, speech, press and as- 
sembly (Article 1); the right in criminal 
prosecutions to a speedy and public trial 
by an impartial jury (Article 6), and the 
provision that no person shall be called 


as a witness against himself in any crim- 
inal case (Article 5). 

These basic rights all come to us from, 
and are milestones of, English jurispru- 
dence. They are in substance a recapitu- 
lation of the pertinent portions of the 
four charters of English liberty: Magna 
Carta (1215), the Petition of Rights 
(1627), the Habeas Corpus Act (1679), and 
the Bill of Rights (1689). However, it 
must always be borne in mind that the 
American Bill of Rights and American 
Constitution have and will afford greater 
protection to individuals than any of the 
English charters, for the reason that all 
of the four English charters of liberty 
are concessions from the Crown to the 
people, whereas the American Constitu- 
tion and the Bill of Rights constitute limi- 
tations by the people on the government. 

Probably the most outstanding guardian 
of rights of the majority and rights of the 
minority in America is the principle or 
doctrine of judicial review. It may be 
stated that judicial review as practiced in 
the United States is unknown to any other 
form of government. Under this doctrine 
the principles of the American Constitu- 
tion are written, fundamental and perm- 
anent. The Constitution, being a state- 
ment of fundamental paramount law, can- 
not be altered at the pleasure of the 
legislative body. If such an attempt be 
made, the legislative act contrary to the 
Constitution is null and void, and it is 
the duty of the court to so declare it. 
Chief Justice Marshall in the leading case 
of Marbury vs. Madison states the prin- 
ciple in part as follows: “So if a law be 
in opposition to the Constitution; if both 
the law and the Constitution apply to a 
particular case, so that the court must 
either decide that case conformably to 
the law, disregarding the Constitution, or 
conformably to the Constitution, disre- 
garding the law, the court must determine 
which of these conflicting rules shall govern 


the case. This is of the very essence of 
judicial duty.” To hold otherwise, he 
states, “. . . would subvert the very foun- 


dation of all written constitutions. It 
would declare that an act which, according 
to the principles and theory of our govern- 
ment, is entirely void, is yet, in practice, 
completely obligatory. It would declare 
that if the legislature shall do what is ex- 
pressly forbidden, such an act, notwith- 
standing the express prohibition is in reality 
effectual. It would be giving to the legis- 
lature practical and real omnipotence, with 
the same breath which professes to restrict 
their powers within narrow limits . . .” 
Under these principles the expanding 
power of legislative bodies, thought to be 
a great danger to personal liberties and 
fundamental rights, is curtailed and held 
in restraint. And the Constitution is re- 
affirmed as the supreme law, subject to no 
legislative variation, with the judiciary as 
the palladium of the written document. 
The tyranny of the majority over the 
rights of the minority has always been a 
fear and viewed with the greatest appre- 
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hension by the world’s greatest political 
students and teachers. 


John Adams in discussing true liberty 
and while conceding that the way to secure 
it is to place it in the people’s hands, 
however, clearly states that it must be 
placed in their hands, but subject to consti- 
tutional restraints. “We certainly know, 
from the known constitution of the human 
mind and heart and from uniform express- 
ly that the law of nature, the decalogue, 
and all the civil laws will be violated if 
men’s passions are not restrained; and 
therefore to presume that an unmixed 
democratic government will preserve the 
law, is as mad as to presume that a king 
or senator will do it . . . Swerving from 
rules is no more the fault of standing 
kings and senates, than it is of standing 
or successful or popular assemblies. Of 
the three the last have the strongest dis- 
position to swerve, and always do swerve 
the soonest when unbalanced . . .” 


Group Dynamics 
(Continued from Page 8) 


guess that “leadership training” is another 
name for group dynamics study? 

The impact of group dynamics is felt 
in our civic and community life. It has 
been used in community group discussions, 
PTA’s, the Business and Professional 
Women’s Clubs, Inc., social action com- 
mittees of churches and civic groups, the 
League of Women Voters, and confer- 
ences of all kinds, but particularly in edu- 
cation conferences. 


How many of the people who have par- 
ticipated in these meetings know what 
group dynamics is? Would you recognize 
group dynamics’ techniques in a meeting? 

To begin with, group dynamics comes 
under many aliases, such as buzz sessions, 
leadership training, group processes, work- 
shop, group discussions and democratic 
practices. After this article, group dy- 
namics may seek hiding under another 
title. However. there are certain rules 
of the game which will enable you to 
identify the techniques which have been 
devised for the use of group dynamics. 

Specific member roles are assigned. There 
is an “observer,” who observes the group 
process and reports on how the group 
operates. The secretary, who keeps a rec- 
ord of the discussion, is renamed the “re- 
corder.” The chairman is the “leader” 
who is not supposed to be an authoritarian, 
but to pass leadership around to all of the 
members. The members are “participants.” 
The consultant or expert is called the “re- 
source person.” In each of these roles, 
the members have a specific job to do. 
The structure of the group is the first. 
key. 

The second key is found in the rules. 
governing the behavior of group members. 
Individuals must forfeit their individual 
differences to contribute to the group mind. 
Once an individual gives his idea to the 
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group, it is “group property.” The group 
goal is determined at the beginning of the 
discussion and members must not veer 
away from this goal. A new member is 
bewildered by such terms as “group pro- 
duction,” “interaction,” “permissive,” “we- 
centered,” and “group evaluation,” but the 
terms all fit into the pattern. 


The third key is the method used in 
arriving at decisions. The majority vote 
is eliminated. Groups reach decisions by 
agreement of the members. This agree- 
ment is known as the “consensus of opin- 
ion.” There is no step by step process 
outlined to show how groups arrive at 
this consensus. Groups are supposed to dis- 
cuss a subject until all member opposi- 
tion has been voiced and reconciled in the 
common agreements of the group. When 
the time comes for a decision, the leader 
or another member of the group suggests 
a probable decision. This decision is 
elaborated upon or modified by other mem- 
bers. The leader then may ask if anyone 
disagrees. If no one speaks up, it is 
assumed that silence means assent, and 
that the group as a whole has agreed upon 
the decision. 

The consensus may or may not repre- 
sent the majority will. The only real way 
to determine the majority will is via the 
secret ballot and the majority vote. Many 
members of a group are silent when group 
pressure is against them, or they agree 
in order to save their position in the group. 
However, these members would not be 
afraid to voice their disapproval in the 
secret ballot. Silent members may be in 
the majority. The consensus is more like- 
ly to be a controlled rather than a coopera- 
tive agreement. 

These are the keys to group dynamics 
techniques. But how would the uninitiated 
know if the techniques were being used 
to force the group to take action for 
social change? 

First, the goals should be examined. Is 
social change involved? If so, how? If 
the original goal appears harmless, the 
participant should analyze the group dis- 
cussions to see if any trends are develop- 
ing. He should develop a constant aware- 
ness of where the group is going. 

Second, the techniques used in reach- 
ing decisions should be watched closely. 
Does the consensus represent the majority 
will or the will of a few? 

Third, the members of the group should 
be observed. Are a few group members 
working together in the diamond pattern to 
control the thinking of the group? 

Fourth, the group philosophy should be 
considered. Are the members advised that 
they are “change agents” or “social engi- 
neers”? Are members pressured to change 
in order to cooperate with the group? 

Fifth, is the group doing its own research, 
its own thinking, and making its own deci- 
sions? Are discussions directed from above 
through the findings and reports of a 
group on a higher level? Who decides on 
the plans for action? Do the individual 


groups decide independently, or are the 
plans passed down as directives from con- 
trolling groups at the top? 


The use of group dynamics is not con- 
fined to single groups. When one group 
is influenced to take action for social 
change, this influence spreads to other 
groups through “workshops” and “surveys.” 


Indoctrinated members, the same mem- 
bers who controlled your group, lead 
“workshops,” and influence other groups. 
The findings of these groups are sum- 
marized by a “clearing house.” Non-con- 
forming reports are ignored and the result- 
ing summary of group decisions reflects 
the controlled plan for social action. 

Indoctrinated members also work on 
“surveys” of public opinion. Slanted ques- 
tionnaires are circulated. The final survey 
report is twisted so as to reflect the views 
of the indoctrinated members, but not 
those of the general public. The views of 
the “social engineers” are disseminated as 
the will of the people. 


Eventually, as group force expands to 
include more and more groups, a large 
segment of society will be moving toward 
social change, favorable to the Commu- 
nists. This process of influencing public 
opinion is known to the Communists as 
“democratic centralism” or “Communist 
democracy.” 


Group dynamics can destroy America, 
or it can build a better America. Which 
is it to be? 

If every loyal American were on guard 
against the use of group dynamics as a 
means of changing society, the tide would 
slowly turn, and we would once more take 
the offensive in proudly upholding our 
freedom, our national sovereignty and our 
Constitution. 


As 1955 Comes In 
(Continued from Page 2) 


licans have shown greater willingness to 
close ranks than Democrats have done; 
but every campaign presents new obstacles 
to party solidarity. A Republican nation- 
al convention in December, 1954, would 
have been a prelude to disaster at the 
subsequent election; but the Republican 
national convention in June, 1956, can of- 
fer the country a united, invigorated and 
militant party with a candidate command- 
ing respect and undeniably capable of dis- 
charging the duties of the White House. 
As much might be said of the Democratic 
party which could take advantage of its 
forthcoming domination in Congress to 
lay a good foundation for victory. It 
no doubt will attempt to keep Republicans 
divided. 

The Democratic party, however, is 
haunted by its own party ranks differences 
and by its past under Roosevelt and Tru- 
man. It cannot shrug off its record, so 
long as it persists in following the leaders 
who made that record or those who con- 


tinue to praise it. Logically, the party 
should repudiate the New Deal and Fair 
Deal and make a new record in the new 
Congress which would appeal to the new 
electorate, including somewhat older voters 
who helped destroy Trumanism in 1952. 
But this probably will not occur, because 
of Adlai Stevenson and other proponents 
of the two “Deals” who continue to con- 
trol the Democrat National Committee. 
Stevenson has great influence and is gen- 
erally looked upon as the probable nominee 
for President next year; yet he is a de- 
fender of the Roosevelt and Truman Ad- 
ministrations and is therefore obnoxious 
to many Democrats and many independent 
voters who rejected him two years ago 
for that reason. Others mentioned as the 
Democrat nominee for President include 
Averill Harriman, Estes Kefauver and 
Hubert Humphrey, all like Stevenson, de 
fenders and adherents of New and Fair 
Deals. The Democratic party, in order 
to win in 1956, must shake off its past, 
leaders and all, if it is to cut any ice in 
1956—that seems to be the decree of po- 
litical fate. If the Republican party should 
be split next year, a rejuvenated Demo- 
cratic party with a new and suitable nomi- 
nee would have a chance of victory. 

There has been talk of a third party 
emerging from current controversies, but 
it is merely talk, repeating the falacious 
assumptions of wiseacres who have not 
studied American history. No _ political 
party in the United States has survived 
a single campaign unless it possesed a 
lasting appeal in support of a cause es- 
poused by millions. The Republican and 
Democratic Parties are not mobs animated 
by outbursts of emotion, but hard-headed 
and seasoned veterans accustomed to gains 
and setbacks, and taking both in their 
stride. Any politician who belongs to 
either party and then quits it dooms him- 
self to obscurity as he sees his old com- 
rades march on. The record of the par- 
ties in 1954, in dealing with the McCarthy 
controversy, is not an indication of what 
will occur in 1955, but rather a forecast 
of what will not occur again, because the 
strategic reasons for peculiar party action 
at that time no longer exist. 

That the people will demand continued 
exposure of Communists and Communoids, 
however, is clearly indicated. Individuals 
may differ with Senator McCarthy on many 
points but neither party dares to attack 
McCarthy’s stand égainst subversives. The 
people, regardless of partisanship, are 
aroused to the danger of Communist in- 
filtration of education, industry and Gov- 
ernment, and Congress must obey the peo- 
ple’s demand that honest and diligent in- 
vestigations shall continue to be made. 
The emphasis on this demand is “slanted” 
toward the Democratic leaders who are 
about to announce party policy, because 
the party’s record, made largely by the 
late Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Truman, raised 
public doubts that are not yet satisfied. 
Since the surest way to remove doubts is 
to prove good faith, it is assumed that the 


32 


new leaders will make certain that investi- 
gations of Communist activities will be 
thorough and fruitful. 


A Study in Megalomania 
(Continued from Page 20) 


May the German people always remain 
grateful!” 

While working on the 14th chapter of 
Doktor Faustus, Mann received a copy of 
Hermann Hesse’s Das Glasperlenspiel (the 
title of the English edition is Magister 
Ludi), which may also be described as a 
musical novel. Although it is quite dif- 
ferent in scope from Doktor Faustus, Mann 
found that there were numerous similari- 
ties, and he noted down in his diary, “To 
be reminded that one is not alone in this 
world is always unpleasant.” In his opin- 
ion far too many people are writing, but 
among those with equally high standards 
he may consider himself a loyal colleague, 
who does not shut his eyes to the good 
and the great going on about him. He 
makes these reflections in a paragraph deal- 
ing with the work of another Nobel Prize 
winner. 

Throughout the book Mann repeatedly 
denounces those who have dared to differ 
with him for one reason or another. At 
one point he writes, “Illiterate denuncia- 
tions of my person in German-American 
backwoods newspapers affected my nerves. 
Returned émigrés wrote against me in the 
German press. The attacks, falsities, and 
studpidities, tire me out like heavy labor.”’ 
But why should an Olympian like Dr. 
Mann pay heed to the “shrill yelping” of 
these obscure writers? 

Mann becomes positively abusive when 
dealing with those German writers who 
remained in Germany during the Nazi era, 
although they were not in sympathy with 
the government, living in what they called 
the “Inner Emigration.” But Mann is not 
abusive when he describes his reaction to 
an article by Gyorgy Lukacs, Jn Search 
of the Bourgeois, which appeared in the 
Moscow publication J/nternational Litera- 
ture on the occasion of Mann’s 70th birth- 
day. Lukacs is a Hungarian Marxist, 
whom Mann has elsewhere described as 
“the most important literary critic of to- 
day.” After spending 12 years in Moscow 
at the Institute of Philosophy of the Acad- 
emy of Science, Lukacs became Professor 
of Aesthetics at the University of Buda- 
pest. Of him an English leftwing critic, 
Roy Pascal, states that “his social and 
political experience taught him that the 
subjectivism and irrationalism of the in- 
tellectual bourgeoisie, to which he had 
belonged, are hallucinations which obscure 
reality and the insistent demands of true 
humanism.” In his essay Lukacs couples 
Thomas Mann’s novella Death in Venice 
and his brother Heinrich Mann’s novel 
The Subject of the King, and treats them 
both “as great precursors of that tendency 
which signalled the danger of a barbarous 
underworld within German civilization, as 


its inevitable complementary product.” 

Mann goes on to say of the Lukacs 
birthday-essay, “Jn Search of the Bour- 
geois was a sociologico-psychological expo- 
sition of my being and work such as I 
had never experienced in so grand a style, 
and therefore it made me feel soberly 
grateful—and not the least because the in- 
vestigator did not see my work merely 
‘historically,’ but brought it into relation 
with the German future.” Mann here 
neatly fits himself into the Marxist groove. 

Thomas Mann’s “humanism” seems to 
have reached the point where only a state 
with a classless society can provide it 
with the proper setting. It would be in- 
teresting to follow the further development 
of the novelist now living out his days in 
one of the Iron Curtain countries, East 
Germany. 


Library Service 
(Continued from Page 16) 


with the American people will have to read 
this book.” 

September 1, 1954. James Rorty and 
Moshe Decter, McCarthy and the Com- 
munists. Typically anti-anti-Communist. 

. should be widely read; recommended 
for all public libraries.” 

Conservative Books (Comment by Li- 
brary Journal in quotes.) 

March 15, 1953. James Burnham, Con- 
tainment or Liberation? By the well- 
known anti-Communist. “Work is mainly 
an emotional discussion . . . exaggerations, 
insinuations, and unrealistic thinking.” 

March 15, 1953. Albert Lynd, Quackery 
in the Public Schools. A sound grassroots 
work which exposes the frills of progres- 
sive education. . a frankly partisan 
book certain to create further acrimony in 
an already controversial area.” 

April 15, 1953. Bonner Fellers, Wings 
for Peace. A warning against indiscrimi- 
nate commitment of American ground 
troops in global theatres of war. “Some 
of these arguments sound reasonable to a 
point; one wonders, however, how Euro- 
peans would react, and what they must 
feel when they read such ideas.”’ 

May 1, 1953. Russell Kirk, The Con- 
servative Mind. A defense of free enter- 
prise and constitutional checks and _ bal- 
ances. “This book seems sure to provoke 
heated controversy, consequently libraries 
should have copies available.” 

October 1, 1953. Felix Wittmer, The 
Yalta Betrayal. An indictment of pro- 
Communism in our Government. “While 
it is well-documented, it is repetitive and 
comes close to name-calling . . . cannot 
be recommended.” 

February 1, 1954. Chesly Manly, The 
Twenty-Year Revolution. An indictment 
of New-Fair Deal Socialism and pro-Com- 
munism. “The book is polemical and 
frankly partisan, but it seems to me that 
the typical subject matter will prompt 
demands for this volume in many public 
libraries.” 
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March 15, 1954. Louis Bromfield, A 
New Pattern for a Tired World. A plea 
for a return to free enterprise and con- 
stitutional government. “While one re- 
alizes that Bromfield is not expert in politi- 
cal matters, one feels that if he is going to 
be critical, he should be prepared to offer 
reasonable ,roposals for positive action. 
Not recommended.” 

April 15, 1954. William F. Buckley, 
Jr. and Brent Bozell, McCarthy and His 
Enemies. A scrupulous and documented 
examination of _McCarthy’s anti-Commu- 
nist investigations. “. .. a sustained and 
sometimes tasteless attack on those who do 
not agree with him (McCarthy).” 

April 1, 1954. Friedrich August von 
Hayek, editor, Capitalism and the His- 
torians. A scholarly refutation of Marxian 
historical allegations. “. . . many unrea- 
sonable attacks on noted scholars holding 
opposing views . . . astounding prejudices.” 


Presidential Nominee 
(Continued from Page 18) 


there is no law against their being voted 
for, and if elected, filling the highest office 
in the gift of the pedple. 

“It is quite time that we had our own 
party; our own platform; and our own 
nominees. 

“We shall never have equal rights until 
we take them, nor respect, until we com- 
mand it. Act up to your convictions of 
justice and right, and you cannot go far 
wrong. 

Yours trulyy, 
Belva A. Lockwood.” 

Three weeks later, to her own amaze- 
ment, Mrs. Lockwood received a letter 
from San Francisco notifying her that: 
“We have the honor to congratulate you 
as the first woman ever nominated for 
the highest office in the gift of the Nation.” 

Mrs. Lockwood did not reply at once. 
Instead she carried the letter of notifica- 
tion in her pocket for several days before 
she wrote her letter of acceptance. 

Even though Mrs. Lockwood was de- 
feated in both her presidential election 
campaigns, nevertheless she continued to 
fight for women’s rights for the remainder 
of her life. 

Among her other accomplishments, Mrs. 
Lockwood had the distinction of being the 
first woman lawyer in the United States; 
and she was the first woman admitted to 
practice before the United States Supreme 
Court. 

Mrs. Lockwood was a slender woman 
of medium height. She had a broad fore- 
head, a dainty chin, a sensitive mouth of 
strength and decision, piercing but kindly 
blue-grey eyes, and soft brown hair. 

Mrs. Lockwood was an_ enterprising, 
forceful, energetic, determined, brilliant 
woman as well as an eloquent orator. She 
was an unhesitating fighter for her objec- 
tives—temperance, peace and women’s 
rights—until she died on May 19, 1917, at 
the ripe old age of 87. 
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TURNING SEARCHLIGHT ON REDS 


By Walter S. Steele 


While the Communist Party revolutionary line and 
the ultimate goal remains always the same, the propa- 
ganda agitational line changes from month to month. 
The latter is to excite the populace to hatred, so as to 
disorganize the economy of a country and to bait new 
followers to the fellow-traveller and eventually to the 
Party ranks, by first winning them to so-called ‘‘every- 
day”’ likes and dislikes. 

The Party agitational and propaganda line during 
the past thirty days, obtained by a careful analysis of 
the Party organs and by carefully obtaining a list of 
new movements, purposes, activities of same and per- 
sonnel of these. 

With the ending of the Senate consideration of the 
McCarthy issue, the Communists quickly dropped the 
issue of McCarthyism, which it has exploited and 
twisted into something other than what it actually 
concerned, and began a subtle tirade against the Jen- 
ner Senate Committee on Internal Security, the Velde 
Committee on Un-American Activities of the House, 
the Central Intelligence Agency of the Armed services, 
and State Department’s Foreign Policy, the McCarran- 
Walter and the Humphrey-Butler Communist Control 
Acts, the McCarran-Walter Immigration and Naturali- 
zation law, Sedition laws (Federal and State), the 
Right to Work laws of eighteen States, and up is 
Missouri and Maryland for consideration; Peaceful 
Co-Existence, Tirade against UN and USA for action 
against China in holding 13 American aviators, De- 
mands for freedom of Red Puerto Ricans, Criticism of 
American-Latin American policies, terming them domi- 
nation; criticism of Western European and Asiatic Na- 
tions for formulation of unification plans against 
Russia and China, charging these as war-making; 


charging USA with murder of Wm. Remington, killed: 


by convicts in prison; charging all Smith Act ‘“‘victims’’ 
(American Communists) lives are endangered; charg- 
ing “‘segregation”’ in prison of Negroes, based on sepa- 
rate cell for Ben Davis, Negro Communist, etc. 

Today’s Party and party-line publications include 
the Daily Worker, Sunday Worker and its State edi- 
tions, Illinois Worker, Michigan Worker, Southern 
Worker, and the like; Peoples Daily World, Political 
Affairs, March of Labor, National Guardian, New World 
Review; Morning Freiheit, Novy Mir; New Masses- 
Mainstream, etc., which read similar to the Moscow 
Daily News, an English edition of a Soviet organ de- 
signed for foreign distribution. ‘ 

The CIO national convention and the issues brought 
forward for 1955 union demands by Walter Reuther 
were given front page plays by the Red organs. These 
include revision of Taft-Hartley Act, Repeal of State 
Right to Work Laws, enactment of Free Employment 
Practice laws, repeal of Humphrey-Butler Act, liberali- 
zation of immigration, trade with Russia and the like. 

Among the new activities or renewed activities of 
fronts and other movements appearing to promote the 
Party side-lines were meetings of a new National Com- 
mittee to Defend Negro Leadership, this at the home 
of Regina Frankfel, Communist, honoring Claudia 
Jones (Communist) and Mrs. Paul Robeson; Youth 
For Democracy, held in NYC, under auspices of the 
young Communist Labor Youth League, Mrs. Paul 
Robeson, James Jones, and Alita Letwin, speakers; 
Citizens to Preserve American Freedom, sponsored by 
conferences for Appeal of Humphrey-Butler Law, with 
Rev. A. A. Heist, chairman of first conference, Los 
Angeles; National Conference to Defend Rights of 
Foreign Born, auspices of American Committee for 
Protection of Foreign Born, NYC, launching a drive 
against the McCarran-Walter Law; Abner Green, chair- 
man of affair, Revs. Charles Moulton and Kenneth 
Forbes, Prof. Louise Pettibone Smith and George Mur- 


phy Jr., were speakers; National Committee to End 
Sedition Laws, Pittsburgh, with Allan D. McNeal, for- 
mer member of the Red army of Spain and a former 
ClO organizer as secretary; Thirtieth Anniversary and 
Seventieth Anniversary of International Publishers 
and its founder, Alexander Trachtenberg a Com- 
munist Party official, New York City, December; Din- 
ner for Robesons, NYC., participants: Rev. Harry 
Ward, Victoria Garvin, others; National Committee to 
Secure Justice for Sobell (imprisoned Soviet atom 
agent), now serving time for implication in Rosenberg 
ring; and on the world front, World Peace Council, 
gathering at Stockholm; World Trade Federation of 
Unions, Prague; World Federation of Democratic 
Youth, Berlin; and All-Union Congress Soviet Writers, 
December. 

Commies injected themselves into the propaganda 
agitational drive on segregation in schools in Norfolk, 
Va., with special agitational leaflets. 

Among the names showing up in Communist propa- 
ganda sources during the month were: Robert Mason, 
member of State Committee of Communist Party, Port- 
land, Oregon; Helen Sobell, wife of imprisoned atom 
ring spy, who addressed 200 students at the University 
of Minnesota;, 30 of these students later appealed to 
prison for transfer of Morton Sobell; Junuis Scales, 
chairman of CP—NC, SC, and Tenn., held under Smith 
Act, in whose behalf the CP of Tenn. has instituted a 
propaganda campaign; Moe Grant, State Chm, and Di- 
rector of Illinois Committee for Freedom of Press 
and Mlinois Worker (Communist organ); Joseph Fi- 
gueiredo, former Secy., Bristol County, Mass., Com- 
munist Party, now active in California; Ben Levine, 
James E. Jackson, Jr., Southern Regional Secretary 
of Communist Party and member of National Com- 
mittee; Mortimer Scheer, Chm., Buffalo chapter of 
the Labor Youth League, and Tobias Schwartz, co- 
worker, both arrested; Dashiell Hammett, playright, 
George Marshall, both under State of NY subpeoneas 
in connection with Red front connections; Muriel 
Symington, Wilfred Willett, Terry Pettus, Norbert Nes- 
selrode, Joseph Posner, Adam Lapin, Al Richmond, 
Alex Lawrence, H. Levy, John Kykyre, John W. 
Powell, Martin Chancey, Elihu Hicks, Erik Bert, H. 
Castle, Al Lannon, Dr. Albert Blumberg, Carl Mar- 
zanni, Pat Richards, Bill Mardo, Wm. Parry, Hal Har- 
per, Virginia Gardner, John Pittman, Helen Simon 
Travis, Michael Singer, Wm. Z. Foster, Harry Ray- 
mond, Ann Burlak, Wm. Allan, Carl Hirsch, John Stat- 
chell, Ralph Ellison, Meridel LeSeueur, Victor Perlo, 
Robt. F. Hall, Augusta Strong, Bernard Burton, Abner 
Barry, George Morris, Joe North, Milly Salwan, How- 
ard Peterson, Fred Mendelson, David Platt, Jaan Mar- 
tin, Harold Goldstein, De Witt Gilpin, Jno. Steuben, 
Morris Watson, Jessica Smith (Mrs. John Abt), Robert 
Morse Lovett, Talitha Gerlach, Margarett Schlauch, Har- 
ry F. Wara, Lement Harris, John Kingsbury, Sidney 
Fickelstein, Corliss Lamont, Doxey Wilkerson, David 
Goldwaym, Harry T. Goodwin, Nat Yanish, Steve Mur- 
dock, Helen Keeler, Ted Kay, Nat Ganley, Ben Levine, 
Ralph Ellison, Harry Raymond. These are mostly writ- 
ers in various Communist organs for the month. 

The Colorado Branch of the American Civil Liberties 
Union (Denver) staged a meeting to set off a drive 
against Smith Act prosecutions of Colorado Commu- 
nists. Dr. Wm. Hanchett of the University of Colo- 
rado was the speaker. The Peoples Artists Production 
is now selling phonograph recordings under the name 
of LP Records. Secret contempt of Congress indict- 
ments are said to have been returned against Donald 
M. Wollman, dockworker, and Jno. Rogers Mackenzie, 
former store keeper, of Portland, Ore., by a Federal 
Grand Jury. 
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Nobody tells a story like Daddy. The 
everyday world fades away as his words 
lead you into a new and shining land. 

And what if the Dragon is a bit scary? 
You need only climb into Daddy’s arms 
to be safe and secure again before it’s 


aS time to sleep. 


Saving for security is easy! Read every word—now! 


If you’ve tried to save and failed, 
chances are it was because you didn’t 
have a plan. Well, here’s a savings sys- 
tem that really works—the Payroll 
Savings Plan for investing in U.S. 
Savings Bonds. This is all you do. Go 
to your company’s pay office, choose 
the amount you want to save—a couple 
of dollars a payday, or as much as you 
wish. That money will be set aside for 
you before you even draw your pay. 
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And automatically invested in Series 
“E” U.S. Savings Bonds which are 
turned over to you. 


If you can save only $3.75 a week on 
the Plan, in 9 years and 8 months you 
will have $2,137.30. 


United States Series “E” Savings 
Bonds earn interest at an average of 3% 
per year, compounded semiannually, 
when held to maturity! And they can 


To make those we love safe and secure 
is the very core of homemaking. It is a 
privilege known only in a country such 
as ours, where men and women are 
free to work for it. 


And taking care of our own is also the 
yay we best take care of our country. 
For the strength of America is simply 
the strength of one secure home 
touching that of another. 


go on earning interest for as long as 19 
years and 8 months if you wish, giving 
you a return of 80% on your original 
investment! 

Eight million working men and 
women are building their security with 
the Payroll Savings Plan. For your 
sake, and your family’s, too, how about 
signing up today? If you are self- 
employed, ask your banker about the 
Bond-A-Month Plan. 
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